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. o . EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

. .
The Annial Test Report 1982-§3 describes ‘the results from administering the
‘- Calffornia Achievement Tests (CAT) in the Montgomery ‘County~ Public Schools. ' N
The CAT is given-in the fall in Grades 3, 5, and 8 under a state requirement,
and in Grade 11 in December under a local requirement. Some of the feature%

of the report include: . =

- . - - . . f.
" ’?. o Breakdowns of county test results by racial/ethnic groups, including .
- a comparison of performance by MCPS black and Hispanic students with. .
that of their counterparts in,the ndtional norm sample

L] . € 4

. . o Elementary” school Tesults broken down for stddents tested in a
ve school in both Grades 3 and 5 and for students tested, in those
schqols in only Grade 3 or Grade 5
. . -f ’ -
0 Graphic presentations of bothﬂcounty and school data .
< ! ‘ - » .\ b

& »

- Countywide Results .
’ ® - . ¢
Performance by MCPS students on the CAT i proved slightlﬁ-from an already high
level. This was shown by the fact that 78 percent of the MCPS students tested
scared at or abgve the nationdl norm average. This was a 1 percent increase
from-the previous year. Additionally, the MCPS average on the total test
ranged from the 8lst percentile fn Grades 3 and 5 to @e 76th percentile in !
Grade 11. These average scores were increases also. These scores are well |
abogve the national average. This is shown in the figure below tThat compares
the MCPS score distribution to the national distribution. ‘MCPS has’ many more
scores at the uppqr end. '
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While the county averages were high, they. probably would haye been even

~ higher, at ledst in Grade 3, if therq were not a strong 'ceiling effect" on

some CAT sub

tests.

This effect produced artificially low sc

subtests because the test norms do not permit high achieving studepts tp score
«as Figh as they should. . S L

Performance bxﬁRaciallEthnic Groups -

The average -

scores:
above the national norm group average except for black student in Grade * 11,

for‘ each’ ﬁajox }acipl/ethn{c groups ‘in MCPS were at or

. Efen in that case, the difference was not substamwtial. Scofes in 1982 were

generally at ‘their highest for black and white students s

ce we started

administering the CAT in 1980. The three year trends for As an students were

_. mixed across the grades while scores f&¥ Hispanic students

four grades.

eclined 1in all

However, the declines for the last two groups jare the result of
. new students entering MCPS. The Aslian and Hispanic students ypho stay in MCPS

from Grade 3 to Grade 5 progress as well as or better than d white' students.

*
P -

The perforﬁance of_”white‘stuﬂenté_in_MEPS was substantially higher than that

of MCPS Hispanic and black students.. However, MCPS Hispanic ,and black
students scored supstantially higher than their * counterparts natienally.

“. Additionally, when compared to their counterparts nationally, MCPS Hispanic
and black students - did better than MCPS white students. Thé comparison of
results for_MCPS'and national_.raciallethnic‘ groups. 'is shown in the table

» . N - — .
below. _ - | et
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Asian students- in MCPS

L)

Score Differences by Séx

’ -

tested.

»
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scored slightly higher.
grades, the largest difference appearing in Grade 3

}

)

-

an white

-Females scored slightly higher than males: on Athe total . test
The largest differences were.
groups scored almost the same.

‘language skills.

students in.all

-

in all grades
In' math the two
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INTRODUCTION, St '

The Annual Test Report, 1982-83 describes- thie regults from administering the
California Achievement Tests (CAT) - in the Houtgomery County Public Schools

- (MCPS). The report-contains several agamlybes of the results from the CAT
‘administranion in Grades 3, 'S, '8, and 11, Overall countyuigz results are*

presented and” they are adlso byoken down by racial/ethnit and sex
clasgsifications. School results are presented in four forms: .
I. Awerage subtest scores
2. Toeal Battery interquartile ranges
3. Longitudinal trends (average score change for’ gtudents tested in the
same elementary school twice)
4. Nonlongitudinal trends (difference between average scores ° for
students transferring intd and out of eapﬁﬁschool) o L -
There are two appendices. The first'qneicontains tables with detailed summary
data. The second one is a glossary of tec¢finical testing terms which " provides’
the nginition. use(s), and some intergtetive.precautibns to be observed for

‘each term. o .

¢



. DESCRIPTION OF CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS ' -~

.
*

The California Achievement Tests (C&T) are 'standardized;Juﬁdgvement tests
required by the Maryland State Department of Education to be administered to
311 students in Grades 3, 5, and 8 in the fall. "Students in Grade 11 are
given the CAT in December under a local requirement. The only students

exempted from this' testing are those with Ilimited English proficiency and

those special ‘education students who are unable to funttion on the. tes The
'1982-83 school year was the third year this new editiom (1977 copyright)\of
the CAT was gdministered in MCPS. This test replaced the Iowa Tests Af Bas
Skills (ITBS) and Tests of Acadgmic Progress (T which had been giv for
the previous several years. . ?59

-

'The' CAT, like the ITBS and TAP, is a group-administered, norm—referencea test

4

(NRT). Norm-referenced means that a student's scores are given interpretable
meaning by being compared with the scores off a group of gtudents. In the case
of the CAT, this. ‘group is the nationwide sample on whom the test was normed in
the 1976-77 school year. This compafison is most easily seen when results are
reported as percentile . ranks (PR). These scores are presénted in the
tables in this chapter because of :helr ease of interpretation. Also reported
are Normal Curve Equivalent (NCE) scores. These are used to make comparisons
across subtests and groups of students. A third type of score, reéeported in
some tables, is the Scale Score (SS). This 1s included' to provide data
consistedt with that /[to be reported by the Maryland State Department of
Education. / | .

The CAT measures fi§e major content areas. Some ofl these contain more than
one subtest. The con€ent . areas and brief descriptions of their subtests
follow: ' . : -

Read ing &

Phonic Analysis (Grade 3 only) measures how well” a student can
relate spoken language with written language. '
. \ a - - .
Structural Analysis (Grade 3 only) measures how well asstudent can
" use structural clues {parts of words) to pronounce and understand
unfamiliar words.

1. Percentile ranks indicate the percentage of students in the national

norm group who scored lower than-a given score. In the case of' this report,.

the given score 1is the mean (average) of the county, of a group within the
county (e.g., race, sex), or of a school. A more detailed discussion of
statistical terms can be found in Appendix B.

- -

- & .
2. Normal Curve Efuivalent scores are used for these comparisons. because
they are on an egual interval scale. This means that a change of X points {is
the same, no matter what the scores are." This 'is not true for etler

-standardized scores such as percentile ranks. ,For example, on the percentile

rank scale, the difference between 85 and 95 {8 much larger than the

difference between 45 and 55. On the NCE scale, both of these differences

represent the same amount of performance. Increase. See Appendix B f3r a

detailed discussion. T o/ '
3 i 3 -
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T 1n Voeabdlagy measures ho§~ue11 a student cCan ﬁae the context
o rase: to 1dant1fy the ueanins of unfaniliar vords. ., . .

L ~  Reading Conprehension measures how ‘well § student can recall facts, oS
) .7 _ -understand what is implied, aud evaluate and make judgﬁents from - )
' passages he/lhe reads, . . .

.. "Spelling ° neaaures how well a studgnt can tecosnize 1ncorrectly spelled

uords. _ . ) | e . A . ‘ Y -
. " . TLanguage Mechanics measures how well a student _can recognize .
N . : capitalization and puﬂctuaseon mistakes. . S, "
R i K L I \ ‘ ) . . ’.,
" gggge Expresaion measuresS . how well a student. understsnds sentence -
- . ., stricture, word usage, *and paragrsph drganization. :
. s R _ _ \ L.
. Hathenatics T e N e,
R _ Mathematics Computation measures how “well a student ~can gdd,
‘ . . * subtract, nultiply, and divide. . .
. R -

ﬁatﬁguatics Concepts-and Applications measures how’ well a student
c;- apply what helshe has learred in -ath to the’ solution of

&.

L

Reférence Skills (Grades 5, B and 11 only) - measures. how well a szudent
- can find information by using ten differemt sources: title pages,.
. copyright, pages, tables of contents and indexes, dictionaries, niaps,

. tables. agrams, library- catalogypards. reader'é guides, and forms.
Ll
. ) .
. » - ‘ .
\.
o * . - ‘ e ) ) / s
] - .
- ) I . rd )
~1 . B .
» : .. . ) ‘ ! . ‘
b ‘ -t ' ' L4




- - ANALYTIC CONSIDERATIONS

.
. .
. . . .
. .
- v - .
. v " ',‘

- - » <

A tendency in analyzing test data is _}o ‘comfare results across ° grades and

‘across years. When performing this kiml of analysis it is necessary to
consider potentfal interpretation problems that can prevent the use of the
rasults for making judsenents about program- quality. These problems are
created by:

-’
} -) Differences in the ability “of the norm groups for the tests used
across grade levels . . . <
. 2. Differences in the ability of the students tested in each grade each
X " year : ! .. ' .

s

3. Dian;sgg&al degree of match between local curriculum and the
. content of the test at various grade levels

A » R
. .

~

Différences in paorm group ability. ' Since each teat in each" grade is normed on

a different group of students, the ability of the various norm groups can play
a .role 'in interpreting standardized test redults. The differences in the
abilities of these norm groups mean that students taking the tests at
different times and grade levels are being compared to differenyg standards.
For example, if test A was developed on a‘smarter group of students than was
test B, a student needs to know more to get a high standardized score on test
A than on test B. Thus, higher scores on test B could be a result of a
student's being compared with a group that is not as smart; it would not
necessarily be an indication of higher achievement. «

Differences in ability of groups tested. Differences in the ability of the
groups being tested each year can account for score increases and declines

across years. Such score changes should be viewed as indications . of changes

in , achievement level that.are related to group or.individual characteristics.
noc to program quality. -

Test content/curriculum match, The match between standardized test content
and any local curriculum is never complete. Differences in” the degree of
match for different tests or test levels mean that scores on the tests or
levels may vary simply because students at one grade level are taught more of
the skills measured by the test. Lower scores on one level of the test may
-not indicate a decline in achievement or quality of instruction but simply may
‘reflect this difference {n match. .

‘()
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_c_ﬁﬁm nE§'m\1's' |
- Overall Couhtf'bata ’ -
' L)

, The major findings from analyses of gountywide results from the administration
" of the®California Achievement.Tests in the fall of 1982 ‘are as follows'

o Seventy-eight percent of the MCPS students tested scored at-or above
. the national norm average on the Total Battery. This was an increase

' of 1 percent from the  previous year for the second year 1: a row. B
o County average (mean) scores once again ‘showed a slight increase
from the previous year on the Total Battery and in all major “subject
areas. . . ‘ - -
o County aver&seé on several subtests were artificially depressedf

because of the ceiling effect™ on those subtests. .
+ ) . )

»
- . . 4 .

MCPS performance compared to nationdl performance. The only nstional " data.

that 1s° ava¥lahle to compare with, MCPS re8ults is from the national morm .~
group. In that group 50 percent of the _students scored at or above the

averége. i.e., 50th percentile. The percenqage of students scoring at or

above this point on the Total Battery in MCPS averaged 78 across all grades

tested and ranged from 80 in Grade 5 to 75 in Grade '11. This high level of
performance is shown in Figure 1.1 where the percentage of students scoring at

each stanine 1is, shown for -the national group and for the four MCPS grades

combined. The national stanine distribution 1s symmetrical with equal
percentages falling above and below the average of five. The distribution for

MCPS is very different, with the percentage. scoring in the -high stanines .
(i.e., 7, 8, and 9) much higher than the national distribution. For. example, -

19 percent of the MCPS students scorgd at the ninth stanine compared to four

percent nationally.. The pattern is.reversed for the low stanines, with only

one percent of the MCPS students scoring in the bottom two stanines.

3. A ceiling effect is present when it 1s not possible"for a student to _
score at the maximum (99th) percentile even if he/she angwers all questions ° v
correctly. This effect also exists if only one or two careless errors can Lo

reduce a student' .8 standardized score substantially, e.g., from stanine 9 to 6
or 7. This is caused by a test being too easy. On such a .test, many people
achieve a perfect or near perfect score, making a range of percentile ranks
possible. When this happens, the conventional norming procedure 18 to assign
the middle percentile rank to the perfecyy score. For example, on the
California Achievement Tests, Level 13 Phonic Analysis subtest, about eight
- percent of the norm population got a perfect score. "According to statistical
theory. these students could be anywhere from the 92nd to 99th percen The
middle percentile ramnk, 96, was thus assigned to the perfect score.

4, It should be notedethat the norm group is not necessarily represen
tive of overall national performance. Test publishers generally have to use
whatever distrﬂ:tﬁ will agree to participate in norming samples. There is no

- guarantee that they have been able to include the proper proportidk of high,
middle, and low scoring students. That is one of‘'the ré¥sons for Potential
.Problem Number 1 discussed in the "Analytic Consideratiohs! section above.’

¢
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The patt;rn of results does not change very much across the major subjeceh,
with 79 percent being .at or above the national average in language and math
and 77 percentage meeting ﬁhat criterion in reading. Table Al in the Appehdix
shows the number and pgrcentage of students scoring at or ‘above the national
average by major subject area in each grade. ' )

'Historical trends with{A MCPS. The "students tested in the fall of 1982
improved slightly frem - the already. high level of performance demonstrated by
students tested in th previous’ two years.. In all four grades tested, the
average Total Batte score Increased from 1980. The three year trends are
shown in Figure 1.2,/ ° ' , .

-
!

Of the 33 subtests administered across four grades, there wae, an 1increase {
the county average from “ 1980 to 1982 in 28. The averagé for the other fi

. subtests remained the same. The * average improved in all four- grades in -
\Spelling, Language Nechanics, Math -Computation, andgifhth Concepts and
Application. The detailed datd showing historical trends are ;found in Table
A2 in Appendix A, - ©

When reviewing these historical trends the tpotential dnalytic problems
+ discussed above should be kept in mind. The encouraging trends may be the
result of excellent teaching. : However, they also may be because different
- students -are tested each year dnd the new group of students 1s slightly
smarter. - .
" Influence of ceiling effect. The celling effect'was strongest in Grade 3 on
the reading and language subtests (see Figure 1.3). Scores of from 27 to 57
percent of the students tested were possibly influenced by the ceiling effect
on these subtests. Reference Skills scoves in Grades 5, 8, and 11 were
similarly affected with . from 31 to 49 percent of the scores influenced. See
Table A3 in Appendix A for detailed data. (

§ ) / .

Data by Racigllgthnic Group

MCPS pegan reporting test data by racial/ethnic gnoups in 1978 as#part of the

system-wide , effort to monitor educational equity. The change in ‘tests three

years ago has not led to any significant change in the redults from those

reported in earlier years. The results for the fall of 1982 administration~
« are highlighted by the following:

[ - ’
"o  Average scores for all racial/ethric groups, except for . black
students in Grade 11, were at or above the overall national norm
» average on the Total Battery. \ The Grade 11 black students were only
slightly below the national norm average.
.o Compared to 1980, average scores offi the Total Battery increased-
| slightly in all four grades for black and white studernts. i

o White students scored subst tisllys | higher than black and
Hispanic students on the Total Bagttery in all grades tested. Asiad
v stydents scored slightly higher than white students in all grades onr
. \fhe Total Battery. : ' .

. ) : : ' - o * - Py
5. Substantial is defined here as at least 8 NCE points. This is more
than one-third of a standard deviation, a criterion often used to indicate

meaningful differences. ' : '
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- FIGURE 1.2 .
- HISTORICAL TRENDS FOR THE
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS
TOTAL BATTERY , 1980-1982, ALL STUDENTS *
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o The secore difference betweend' .black . and white and Asian and white
students tended to decrease slightly from 1980. The score difference
betwgen Hispanic and white students tended to increase slightly. '

o _Average scores for' black, white and Hispanic students in MCPS are

well above the national norm ° averages for bers of thoses
racial fethnic grougs. There are no national horms for Asian
students. Ce :

o MCPS blask bnd Kispanic students performed better, conpared to their
racial/ethnic counterparts’ in the national norm group, thay did MCPS
white students. . . ’ .

* ’

Performance of MCPS racial/ethnic roups compared to overall national norm
group performance. - The . averdge.. Total Battery scores . for the major
racisl/ethnic.groups in MCPS sere at or above the average of’ the national norm-
group.! The one_exception “to this was the black students in Grade 11 whose
average of 47 NCE points is slightly below the national average. This score
pattern vas the same for the major subject areas; stles A4 to A7 in Appendix

. A have the detailed results by subtest for each race.

. '-<¢---<-. - P L L LT Ny sy e ebssnnalxrw l. M [ RS T R Y vy
: Score trends for HCPS racisl/ethnic\groups. .Sse overall county trend of <a

- 3-NCE~point increase in each grsﬁ

slight 1increase from 1980 to 1982 on the Totdl Battery was generally Teflected
in-the results for black and white sgpdents. ' Black students .had a 2-,.to

whi'te students had a l- to 2-NCE~-point
increase in_each gusde. Asian - stidents hed. small score increases ‘in  two
grades and small. decreases in the other two grades. Thelr score changes

. ranged from one to three points. . Scores for Hispanic students decreased ‘frbn

| one to four ‘points across alr grades tested, The historical trends for each’-

4

group are shown® in Figures 1.4 to . 1.7. s

Another way to look at seore trends for the various rscial/ethnic gtoups is by
tracing - the results for the sanme students for . two different test
administrations, i.e., longitudinal analysis. This ‘overcomes the problem of
comparing scores for students with possibly different levels of ability.
However, score chsnges id a lonsitudinsl analysis could be  the result of
differences in the norms at- each grade and, thus, still make interpretation
difficult. Some meaning.can be derived from group trends i{f these differences

.can be taken ‘into account. One way to do this “is to estabMsh a baseline

against which to compare each group trend.  The ‘county longitudinal trend can
be used as this baseline. Since white students make, up more than 80.percent
of the students tested, their trend is usually the same as the county trend.
The three minority groups generally had trends as goodl as or better than the
trend for white students on the total test. ' Figure 1.8 1illustrates these
treuds. gitudinal and nonlongitudinal results for the county and by race
shown‘}n Tables A8 and A9,

7

Hajgritglyinority score conparisoné within MCPS. White students averaged

between 17 (Crade 3) and 19,;(Grate 11) NCE points higher than black students
on the Total Battery. These differences are substantial and have remained
fairly constant ‘sincd 1980. The. largest change has been a two point decline
in Grade 11, This pattern was similar for each subject area.

< White students aversged 12 to l4 NCE pointe\higher than Hispsnic students on

the Total Battery. In’ all grades the differences were larger than in 1980.
The largest increase was six points in Grade 5. This pattern was similar for

each subject ares. ' '
»
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- " FIGURE .1.4 -
- | "\ HISTORICAL TRENDS FOR THE
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS
* . TOTALBATTERY, 1980-1982, ASIAN STUDENTS
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, FIGURE 1.5
. HISTORICAL TRENDS FOR THE .
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FIGURE 1.8

HISTORICAL TRENDS FOR THE
CALIRORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS ,
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o FIGURE 1.7 .
. _ HISTORICAL TRENDS FOR THE
, | CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS
: - — TOJAL BATTERY, 1980-1982, WHITE STUDENTS
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Asian students averaged one NCE point higher than white students on the Total .

Battery in Grades 5, 8, and, 11, and four points higher in Grade 3. The major
reason that Asian students tended to score higher on the Total Battery was the
fact that they scored six to eiglit points higher on the Math Total. White
students scored higher on the Reading and Language Totals in all grades except
for the third grade Language where the two groups were even. : )

L]

While the mean scores for the various groups indicate substantial differences

it should be noted that within each groupsthere are studentg achieving at all
- . levels. For example, Black students, the group with the 1lo t. mean , scores,

had five percent scoring at stanine 9. The national norm group had only four
at this scorp. -Table Al0 shows the distribution of stanine scores by race.
The results by .race for each subtest can be found in Tables A4 to A7 in
Appendix A . .
4 S

Hajority/ﬂinorigy score differences in MCPS compared to these in the national
norm group. The score differences between white and winority groups have been
noted each year since 1978 However, because of lack of data before 1980, it

was not possible to compare these differences with ones reported elsewhere.’

This situation has now chsnged because McGraw~H111, the publisher of the CAT,
has" g of 8T g ik and “orher’
etudents in the national norm sanple. The third gtoup, ot:herr combines
white, Asian, and American Indian , students. These data provide a way to
compare performance of various rac al/ethnic groups in  MCPS with that of
students of the same racia¥/ethnic background in a national group.
Additionally, these data provide a benchmark against which to compare the
score differences found in HCPS

The Yesults discussed 1n this section may be s)ightly different from other
sections because of the "other"™ group discussed above gnd because the
McGraw-Hill results are reported in raw score terms, not NCEs. .

’

. While MCPS black and Hispenic stndents score substantially below MCPS whitt

students, they score wvell above their counterparts in the national norm
group, In Grades 3, 5, and 8 on the Total Battery, the MCPS minority group
students averaged. from 16 to 22 NCE points above the members of their racial
groups in the national nomm sample. The difference for white students cannot
be determined exactly,’ but a very good estimate can be made from looking at
the results of the  "other" group since the white students made up oxer 90
percent of that group. The Total Battery differences #$br "other™ students
were 16 to 18 NCE points. The results are similar for each mgjor subject
area. Summary results are presented in Table All in the Appendix. .

6. To obtain MCPS data that could be compared to the McGraw-Hill raw
scores, it was necessary to recompute MCPS means using raw scores. However,

‘the raw scores could not be directly compared because they were from testing
‘at different. times of the year. The McGraw-Rill scores were gethered in the

spring and, therefore, would be expected to be higher than they would have
been 1in the -fall, the time when the MCPS results were gathered. Thus, the
mean raw scores had to be converted to NCEs so they could be. compared,
Converting mean gcores computed n another metric, rav scores in this case, to

' NCEs is a questionable procedure. To take advantage of the equal interval

property of NCEs, they should be used for computing the mean. In this
analysis the conversion was neceeanry.and. most 1ltkely, caused verv little
diatartion to she reeults. ' i

e .
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The fact that the MCPS/national differences yere larger for black and Hispanic
students than for "ethex" udents means that, when compared to their
racial/ethnic counterparts In the national norm group, MCPS minority students )
perform slightly better than MCPS white students. Another .way to look at
these results 1is that the score "differences between black and white and
Hispanic and white students are smaller in MCPS than they are nationally. The
LY MCPS/national differences on the Total Battery are shown in FPigure 1.9.

Cautions to be observed when reviewing results for Asian and Hispanic stu-
dents. The results for Agian and Hispanic students are not as representative

" of the skills of these groups as are the results for white and black students
gince many Asian and Hispanic students are exempted from testing becguse they
cannot read English .well enough to obtain  valid results on the test. .
Additionally, some members of these groups who are able to take the test
probably do not know English well enough to perform up to their full
capabilities. The extent of the exemptions can be seen in Table Al2 which

. shows the percentage of students in each racial/ethnic group who were tested.
in the fall of 1980, 1981, and 1982. 1In 1982 about 80 percent of the . enrolled
Hispanic. students and 85 percent of the enrolled Asian students were tested.
These figures compare to § for white students and 93 for black students.

Data for Hale; and Females

- *

Another part of the effort to monitor educational equiéy in MCPS has been to
analyze test results -for males and females. The results from this analysis
are highlighted by the. following: '

; "o Females and males had slight score increases from 1980 to 1982.
o Pemales scored slightly higher than males on the Total Battery in
.all grades tested. ' ‘

R o Females scored‘higher in all grades in lénguage'and reading skills,

The scores on the Total Battery have increased from 1980 to 1982 for both
males and females in all grades @ested. The one ‘exception 4s in Grade 11,
where the average, scores for males have remained the same for all three
years. All these scores have remained slightly higher for females across the
years. Figure 1.10 illustrates this trend. ' S '

- The 1982 score differences on Total Battery between males and females ranged
from two. (Grades 3 and 5) to four NCE points (Grade 11). ' '

, L Y : . -

"\ The largest and most consistent differences between the sexes were fouﬁé ‘in
the language skills where females averaged four to seven points higher. The
two groups scored virtually the same in wmath across the grades. This
male/female comparison is illustrated in Figure 1.11. Detailed results by sex

" are presented 1n Tables Al13 and Al4 In the Appendix, T .
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SCHOOL RESULTS
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g '
’ Avetage Subdbat and Total Scores

One way to get a brief suunnty of the overall level of test performance 'in a
tschool 1is to 1look at the average scores for that school. This will not tell
you how all the students in the school performed but will provide an
indication as to the general level (i.e., high, average, low) of performance.
Additional information about the distribntion of scores 1is presented in the
next section. .

The results reported here are for all subtests. subject area totals, and the
Total Battery. Three scores are reported, the Normal Curve Equivalerit (NCE)
mean, the Scale Score (8S) mean and the Percentile Rank (PR) of the Scale.
Score mean. The schools are listed in alphabetical order by grade. The first

* page for each grade follows: : : s |} o ‘55

L Y

Grade 3 —— Page 24

Grade 5 == Page—30.. ' <

’ ' \\i : .
) . Grade 8 — Page Q§ | ‘ | :
Grade 11 — Page 38
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‘s TABLE 1 (continued) . . .o
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TABLE 1 (continued)

CALIFORNLIA ACHIEVEMENT TeSTS RESULTS BY- SCHOOL
FALLs 1982 THIRD GRADE RESULTS ‘
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. A TABLE 1 (continued) |
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M

™~
FALL . 1982 THIRD GRADE RcSULTS .
: ) A
LANGUAGE LANGUAGE - TUTAL MATH , " MATH ‘ TUTAL |
SPELLING MECHANILCS EXRRESSIUN LANGUAGE CUMPUTATION CUNC § APP HATH
NCE 38 PEK NLE §S PER NCe 38 Pin NCE 38 PeER NCE $S PER NCE S§ PER NCE $S PER
Stuul MEAN MEAN RANK | MEAN MEAN RANK] MEAN MEAN SANK | MEAN MtAN RANK | MEAN MEAN RANK| MEAN MEAN RANK | MEAN MEAN RANI(J1
We STSROOK &7 400 . T9 7. 513 91 69 4db B2 10 500 ¥l .?0 374 B4 76 4496 YO 75 409 &9
WeSTuViek 0 | AT 17 To 495 83 62 465 12 bb 476 B> 65 36T 19 o4k QM' 65 396 80
WHEATUN WUl - 56 ah5 b« 65 ' ade T6 59 458 oo 03 0 75 55 34T 61 ot ] & G4 'i& 380 65
WHETS Tuit - { 71 w93 aé To 509 89 ob 416 b . t4 491 8% 64 364 76 70 433 05 9 399 o<
WwLLD ACRLS o3 4oo > - oo 490 81 i3 498 o7 3 4o ol d2 396 95 5 444 8% 81 419 Se
SULDHIELD 61 o0 TV | T7 512 90 66 «TT 8 T4 492 oY 1 208 92 .22 %19 75 73 05 b6
WUGUL TN &0 @l 69 64 479 715 63 h6d T& &> 465 18 5 341 56 62 4l T3 59 sl o6
WYNGATE 6> w«le 17 fo 51« %1 [{" 0d &3 76 500 91 13 : 87 T4 440 88 5 409 89.
. .
/ .
- &
-
/
¢

. \/..



Ry R

ot

by
i , / TABLE 2 y '
. . CALIFORNIA ACHIZVEMENY ‘TESTS RESULTS "BY SCHIIL """
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VUFIEF 241 73 73 Siec 89 | 86 503 78 | er 527 80 | 63 512 82 | 65 556 T8 13 574 87
F AIRLAND 303 64 bh 85 715 | 65 501 77| &3 515" TS 5 503 78| 96 523 82,| 62 540 72
F ALLSMEAD 233 %9 74 510 89 | 67 50T 80 | o3 514 76 55 535 79 | o 560 79| Be 606 95
+ ARMLAND 91y o5 | 40 523 93| 68 509 8r | 68 928 8L | 53 Sie 83 | 72 581 8 | .82 598 I3
FIELUS RJAD 566 48 b 486 76 | 59 - @85 68 | 58 498 eb | 53 s86 68 | 59 533 67 | 63 545 74
FLUWER VALLEY 506 59 69 437 82 | a6 97 75 | 63 513 16 | s+ 500 7s | 60 537 69 | 7L 565 B4
FUAEST KNULLS 803 . 39 b2 480 T2 59 486 69 | o0 506 69 | 52 492 -70 | SE. 529 65 | 63 543 73
FUX CHAPEL 106 83 57 495 8l ol 439 71| 3 516 75 | 53 498 75 | 65 553 76 | 69 Sol B2
GAITHERSHURG ES 553 &5 60 476 69 | 61 &89 71 S8 498 65 | 53  e80 63 | S8 529 65 59 533 o8
wALNAY . 313 35 72 502 B85 | 85 499 76 | o7 S25 79 | sSI 504 80 | 60 536 69 | 69 56l 82
" GARRETF PARK 206 &5 70 s501L 86 | 70 518 uwe | 66 522 18 | 's8 511 H8Ll.| 62 544 73 | 69 559 41
LEURGETuWN HILL 2 52 78 520 92 70 515 86 | 71 538 86 | 71 523 86 | o8 _ 564 81 | 72 569 85
GEURGLAN FUREST 186 49 o7 . 491 79 | oL 490 71 | 66 515 75 | 53 98 75 | ‘58 330 66 64 .545 T
GERMANTONN 102 . 64 62.7 419 T1 o0 87 70| 59 501 o7 | 60 88 s3] s0 535 63 | 62 541 72
GLEN HAVEN Tol” 62 56 466 6l S6 76 62 | 58 498 65 | 57 480 e | 55 519 60 56 323 &b
GLENALLAN 417 oy 70 501 B4 | b1 4va TL | 65 518  Te | s¢ 500 76 | 66 558 78 17 58¢ 90
GREENWOOD 512 72 7e (510 89 | 68 539 81 | 71 539 & | 71 520 85 | o9 567 82 7 %86 9
. v . &




TABLE 2 (continued)

’ CALIFORNIA ACHIZVEMENT TESTS RESULTS BY scﬂm
FALLy 1982 FIFTH GRADE RESULTS

1.;

y .
L ANGUAGE - TUTAL - MATH MATH .. TITAL | REFERENCE
EXPRESSIUN LANGUAGE CUMPUTATION CUNC & APP MATH SKILLS
NeE $S PEK | NCE S PER | NCE §S PER | NCE $S PER | NCE $S 2ER | NCE SS PER
SCHUUL - MEAN MEAN RANKC| MEAN- MEAN RANK | MEAN MEAN RANK | MEAN McAN RANC | MEAN YEAN JANK | MEAN MEAN RANX
ASHBUR T U 59 9522 69 59 517 e6e 6l 464 TO .| 65 491 T7 | 6% . 4TT° 75 | &3 si8 713
BANNUCKBURN ie 563 87 12 555 86.] 6T 77 T8 727 S09 a7 n eg2 B84 73 549 86
BARNSLEY 71 257 8% T4 S67 90 T 83 8¢ T2 511 88 } I3 499 &8 T 546 85°
- dEALL . 63 53« 7o &3 530 T4 60 460 63 | 62 484 T2 62 &72 71 62 517 713
BeLlS MiLL 6 94b 682} 73 502 88 65 4T3 _ 76 ol 481 7O 63 75 T3 66 529 T9
Bt NONT I3 Sad" 88 73 563 89 63 467 T2 | T2 507 86 68 485 80 75 555 88
okl PRE - o 555 35 75 505 89 TO 488 8¢ 72 507 8o T2 498 67 | 712 548 8o
BLTHESDA , 6 552 a3 | 71 592 45 ] ol 463 70 68 ' 498 81 686 B0 T7 66 529 19
BEVERLY FARMS 5 572 &9 T3 557 a1 57 453 63 68 496 80 63 - 473 72 T 539 83
BRADLEY AlLLS o2 551 83 73 So0 88 66 478 19 73 510 87 n 494 B85 706 541 84
SKOAD ALRES 23 50% &7 55 505 59 60 462 69 0 5% 465 48 57 462 ob 5 497 a1
BRUUKHAYEI4 - 67 549 dl 72 557 a7 of 677 178 69 500 432 29 - 488 82 69 536 '82.
BRUWN STATIUN . 66 544 . BO o1 542 80 6h T2 715 63 486 T4 83 4T3 76 64 523 T6
" BURNING TREE a2 596 I 843 / 594 95 41 518 95 42 536 36 84 528 97 717  S61 90
-SURTUNSVILLE 70 555 85 Te/ 573 91 69" 485 83 T2 508 86 ‘72 4% 86 {4 69 537 82
CANDLENGUD 6> 9542 801 e 546 82 6. STL T5 .} 65 490 To 5% €80 717 65 526 77
CAisUN ROAD 17 %80 91 | &1 590 95 | 17 509 92 73 514 89 17 513 9% 72 567 86
CARDERUCK SP. 7o 573 W 79 516 92 s 409 74 78 . 518 91 12 434 85 70 561 84
CASHELL 7y 9% o6% ] 73 S00 as TU 485 &3 68 %99 82 n 892 86| 69 537 82~
LEOAR GHUVE ul™ 547 82 66 537 74 |) 59 460 68 67 495 80 | . 64 479 T 70 542 . 84
CHEVY LHASE 68 550 83 T2 5571 87 ) .12 &31 86 69 .- 502 83 T2 $96 do 65 525 17
"CLARKSBURG 59 521 o9 61 523 T0 | 5> 4e8 59 57 472 6% ‘ST ' 46u 62 6L 515 72
LLJUVERLY 67  He& 82 71 554 86 82 467 I2 66 4% 8u 63 *81 77 70 - S40 83
LulD SPRING 74 Sod 88 ‘IS5 - 564 89 74 495 88 75 516 90 7o 505 91 70 5S40 83
LULLEGE GARUEN 70 55% 85 73 561 88 68 &80 80 74 512 88 12 494 85 70 539 83
- CUNNECT ICUT P 49 S21 64 ] .6l 523 10 87 279 80 66 488 715 | o7 ¢33 19 64 522 1%
CRESTHAVEN 12 502 87T ] 79 550861 05 476 77 | o2 484 72 65 679 Te 6% 526 17
JAMASCUS k5§ bo b4 B0 n 57 83| oo 270 T4 &3 497 381 57 82 178 66 $30 19
DARE STUWN 7 557 85 7L 553 86 69 &84 82 12 506 8b 12 ¢94 85 63 53 82
DlAMUND 63 535 76 65 SFu V6 68 431 8L | 68 . 493 81 69 8% 82 7L 563 84
WIFIEF 79 Ssr oss 73 66 907 TL 495 88 71 508 d6 73 503 69 538 82
rAlRLAND ol Se7 862 66 34 78 59 659 o7 61 480 7O ol 470 790 66 529 19
FALLSMEAD 76 573 v | 83, 593 95| oo ‘4716 18 ‘T3 511 88 11 494 4d5 68 S3¢ 81
.FARML AU Ie 567 84 81 584 9 | . I1T 505 %1 } &0 527 93 ol 510 9% . 75 555% 68
FIELDS RuAD 63 532 75 b4 533 76 o7 4719 80 63 487 75 6b 82 78 63 518 13.
FLUWER VALLEY . Te 564 87 74 Se3 89 66 87T Ts bo 494 19 83 445 80 68 535 4§l
FUREST ANULLS 59 522 &9 | .62 529 TL | o0 46l &8 62 4B& T2 02 472 T1 62 Sl6 12
FUK CHAPEL 65 Y40 79 &7  S47T 483 61 4719 o0 03 487 715 5y 82 T4 66 529 19
GALTHERSBURG ES] w2 529 73 61 '523- 70 ] 55 449 &0 60 4TT 67 | 58 464 65 62 - S1&' T2
UAL HAY- .60 9243 80 69 H46 82 19 498 89 | 71 S04 85 5 500 38 68 53¢ 8L
GARRETT PAKK Ti 553 &5 I2 .55 66 (1 475 77 | 69. 501 83 oF 488 82 63 519 14
WLIRGET NN HILL 1T 5171 91 11T 512 91 712 492 86 79 528 9% 17, 510 93 76 959 89
WEURGEAN FUREST o6 $38 7o 65 537 178 69 485 83 | 64 490 76 .Y ] sbo 81 bo 529 19
GERMANTUNN sl S8 T3 62 $27 13 &t 463 10 80 “&719 69 81 4790 . 70 .] 6% 521 18
GLEN HAVEN 59 95«1 69 ] 58 514 65 51 440 53 55 467 &0 53 453 57 59 508 48
GLENALLAN 6% 541 T 73 500 as 69 4858 83 69 501 83 70 491 84 el S33 80
GRcENNOUY . by . 585 92 82 548 9% 0 69 T4 12 507 86 53 “87 a= T3 548 B8
. [} ' . : .l
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TABLE 2 (continued)
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS RESULTS 'BY SCHIAL
. FALL, 1982 FIFTH GRADE RESULTS
TUTAL READING READING TOTAL LANGUAGE
BATTERY VOCABULARY COMPREHENSI UN READING SPELLING . MECHANICS
: Surtdl # Fus | NCE $S PER | NCE 3§ PER NCE $S PER NG $S$° 2ER NCE $S PER NCE $$ PER
sLHOUL ] BATYLAY] WLAN MEAN HANK| MEAN MEAN RANK| MEAN MEAN ReN‘ MEAN MEAN RANK | NEAN MEAN RANK | NMEAN MEAN RANX
HAAMUNY HILLS Ie?7 38 So 405 o0 51 463 53. 53 481 56 52 464 54 51 50% 53 55 322 61
H] sl ANO 174 69 52 456 53 52 465 54 52 AT8 5% " 52 4635 53 S 502 51 53 514 56
HioMLAND VIENR 1846 64 53 &#b61 57 53 70 58 55 490 6l 5¢ 76 60 50 90 50 51 510 53
JACKSUN ROAD 305 Y4 68 496 82 66 55 1 67 528 81 67 515 83 60 37 69 -3 548 T6
KeAdP MILL . a05 65 + 75 . 514 30 &8 5048 381 67 526 80 55‘ 5le¢ 83 65 554 78 75 577 88
KFENSENGTUN PKnU. Tod 49 63 483 T« 61 89 171 63 512 173 62 - 496 T4 57 526 64 60 53T 70
L AXE NORMANODY 2}1 Y4 15 512 89 TL 517 84 70 53% 83 T1 523 g6 68 56% 8} T2 570 86
LAKcwinsll 209 ol 73 509 a8 68 508 81, 68 529 81 69 S14 83 67 561 80 T2 570 86
LAYERONSVILLE 51 13 11 502 8BS 66 504 79 55 520 717 6% 508 &84 02 545 T3 68 559 81
L UXMANUR 22y 46 79. 525 94 76 531 89 &9 533 @83 12 525 87 Tl $77 85 70" S64 83
MARYVALL 210 “5 93 5¢ 55 52 46k 55 &8 465 46 49, 457 49 48 494 &7 57 325 63
Mt ADOW MALL ) 212 o7 - Ok 86 74 62 %92 173 54 498 _ 66 6l . &8y TO 54 514 Sd 61 539 71
MILL CREEK Tuwikb 556 105 59 473 66 56 476 062 58 497 65 57 481 65 ST 527 6% 59 532 67
MUNOC ACY 652 32 55 %64 79 55 74 o1 57 496 65 5T %80 64 50 500 50 58 530 &6
LAK ViEw & fob 3 5 6686 61 58 82 66 S4 485+ 58 5% 71 62 52 508 54 58 531 66
JAKLAND TEKRKALE s 769 80 6 481 T2 64 %97 115 S8 499 66 81 ¢91 71 58 528 65 62 542 73
UL NEY b2 ¥4 51 62 dd1 T2 61 - Qdi/ 71 - 60 503 69 62 689 7o 56 520 64 69 562 063
PALE 32 53 76 518 92 69 511 82 68 530 81 &3 517 84 T0 574 B84 76 582 90
PINE CRELTY 3] Tel 48 59 T4 67‘? 59 485 68 57 496 &5 ° 58 85 o7 57 525 63 59 533 68
PIEY BRANCH 749 -13¢2 63 483 T4 61 €91 12 59 500 &7 8 490 170 57 525 63 6Q 535 69
CPLJILESVILLE ES 153 72 61. &78 7O *ol 430 11 el 508 171 52 496 73 55 519 60 57 527 64
PuTuMAC 601 10 78 522 913 11 S17 8% 73 547 88 73 530 88 . 68 566 Bl 13 S7T3 87
SITCHIE PARN 227 19 75 513 90 71 518 85 69 533 83 71 522 86 ' 69 571 83 16 580 89
sk CREEXK FOR. 773 35 [..) 494 81 63 497 15 66 523 178 -1 506 79 63 548 T4 - 70 56¢ 83
ROCK (REEN VAL » 819 47 75 512 &9 62 “93 713 &t 516 75 -1 3 500 76 65 ‘583 76 84 608 95
KULKI NG HURSE RO 745 37 60 474 67 o9 486 69 57 494 6% 59 85 67 52 S08 5S¢ 60 533 68
RulCK Vibkw . 795 65 ol 476 69 % *98 76 62 508 11 63 497 15 56 521 6} 61 538 11
RuULLING TEXRALLE Ity 3 %9 450 48 a9 4«31 30 46 €59 43 L Y4 436 36 54 514 58 55 521 60
NUSEMARY MILLS 734 5% o5 490 768 Y So0L 17 64 516 75 55 504 78 " 58 530 o6 60 536 69
RUJSEMUNT [' 955 27 b4 48% T5 63 496 T5 . 61 508 171 52 496 74 57 524 63 63 564 T4
StVEN LUCKS . o603 30 7] SLf 9i 12 5iy &5 73 545 87 I¢ 532 89 6% 556 78 B-Yi %53 78
snERWOUU ES 501 o2 b 4806 176 6% ©“27 715 60 503 &9 52 493 T2 - 6l 560 171 66 552 78
SMER SET %05 4l 15 513. 99 7L S17 84 10 537 386 T 523 86 70 573 4% kS 572 86
SudiH LAKE 564 T2 of 437 76 62  &94% 4 63 13 76 23 4% 75 59 532 67 G4 548 76
STEDALILN v 568 8¢ T4 512 89 &9 512 82 o7 526 80 53 ° 1% 813 65 553 76 74 375 87
STUNcGATE Bi6 45 5 511 89 14 525 37 67 524 719 10 513 84 67 282 80 73 57T¢ 87
STRATHNURE 2 30 &4 486 76 58 484 68 60 50% 70 -9 489 70 62 543 12 66 S22 T4
JUudMI T HAaLL - 63 «6 65 . 448 11 &0 wdt 69 60U 50% 70 5) e89 T 58 529 &5 648 545 ‘T4
TnAVILAN 16 X ) 14 510 &9 o8 S11 482 85 519 171 ¥ ] 208 40 70 571 33 80 59%. 93
- Tw INBROUK Ob‘/ a2 6l «I7 &% 57 79 o646 56 %93 63 - 4 «8J b4 54 ‘5!5 58 65 252 T1
VIERS MILL 112 47 ‘63 482 73 & 88 170 - ol 504 69 51 ®90 70 57 225 o3 70 564 o3
aua SHINGTUN GRUVE 552 61 59 474 67 57 478 64 58 498 66 %8 83 b8 59 . 533 o7 64 S&41 75
AAIKINS Mitt Ssl 56 68 €93 80 67 507 80 o3 514 T4 93 503 74 6% 8% 15 70 03 d3
wAYS DE 235 56 78 521 92 11 518 85 70 530 084 71 . 52« @86 69 568 82 75 5T &89
‘"whkiLER RJAD 117 69 61 480 72 57 79 o4 58 495 64 5T d) 64 55 _520 61 63 545 74
we STBRJUK " 808 a3 76 511 &9 76 533 90 75 550 88 s 539 31 46 °558 78 - Ti Soo d4
nSTOVER 204 5% 512 82 67 %26 82 o8 216 8% 69 569 82 73 73 a?
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f TABLE 2 (continued)
CALIFORNIA ACHIZVEMENT TESTS RESULTS BY SCHuJL '
) FALL, 1982 FIFTH GRADE RESW.TS :
: : S~
LANGUAGE TUTAL < MATH MATH TOTAL REFERENCE
EXPRESS TUN . LANGUAGE CUMPUTATIUN CuNC & APP MATH SKILLS
NCE SS PER [ NCE SS PER | NCE 5SS PER | NCE SS PER | NuE SS PER |[NCE SS PER
SCHJUUL REAN MEAN RAGK | MEAN MEAN KANK | M5An MEAN RANK| MEAN MEAN RANK | MEAN MEAN RANK | MEAN MEAN RANK
HARMUNY HILLS 57 Sle 65 5T . 509 61 57 - 453 o3 62 485 T3 5L 469 69 62 517 13
HEIGML AND 50 43¢ 49 5P 49 52 S 445 57 52 458 52 53 451 55 $3 489 56
HIGHLAND ViEw 56 513 63 54 503 S7 50 438 52 56 466 59 52 451 55 55 496 61
JACKSON ROAD 66 563 30 of 541 80 66 70 T4 69 500 82 57 &3¢ 79 71 543 -84
KEMP MILL L %0 86 | 75 568 90 T4 494 87 Teé 516 90 76 505 91 67 530 79
KENSINGTUN PRed. | 66 539 78 63 . 530 74 60 &bl o8 63 485 13 82 472 T1 66 524 T6
LAKE NUXMANDY 13 _ 56y 87 75, . 564 89 68 483 82 (- 73 513 89 | 72 S00 88 72 567 86 -
LAKENUUD 75 a3 57 715 566 90 6o &15° 717 73 511 &8 L 493 85 66 529 79
LAYTONSVILLE Ti Seol 8o 72 558 87 65 4T4 17 72 506 46 Td. &90 83 71 543 B84
LUANANUR ‘ 81 591 93 78 -5 92 75 S02 90 19 526 93 79 515 9¢ T2 547 86
AARYVALL 52 203 56 s6 5D 59 55 449 o0 53 462 56 9% 450 59 52 487 55
AcADUN HALL o0 - 526 T2 62 5 12 08 b8l 81 66 ' 486 T4 o7 82 78 66 521 15
MILk CKREEK TUMNE | 58 520 8 60 52k 68 57 453 63 58 475 oo 58 463 65 62 519 14
MuUICALY 56 . 311 - &2 Soe 542« 63 S 440 53 53 464 57 53  &52 56 55 497 61 °
VAK ViEe 59 521 o9 59 519 68 51 440 53 S8 475 66 5% 458 b6l 57 502 64
LAKNLAND TERRALE o4 538 T4 64 535 I7 56 451 ol 62 485 T3 8) 4648 68 65 525 17
uLky . 6w . 531 B3 71 555 86 59 459 o7 58 473 64 59 465 66 59 509 69
PAuwE ¢ 503 &l 76 5713 91 T3 492 86 75 516 90 75 504 90 70 542 84
Plat CRLST 53 S24 69 60 520 68 Sd 456 65 | ‘56 469 61 ST 62 o4 | 64 521 715
PlnéY BRANCH ey 527 172 ol S525°71 65 76 17 6 485 739 65 478 75 | el S513 711
PUILESYVILLE ES 63 53 77 61 523 10 37 453 63 6L N 481 70 53 &67 68 65 525 717
PLTLAAC 79 584 92 7¥ 580 93 15 501 - 90 72 % 507 86 75 Sus 90 75 557 89
RITCMIE PARK 74 266 a8 78 574 92 o7 4«80 80 73 510 a7 71 495 86 71 54% 85
KuCK CRELEK fFUK. 12 563 a1 73 560 48 66 474 77 63 485 73 65 478 75 69 536 82
nULK CREER VAL. 12 562 87 80 . 5387 96 75 499 &9 7¢ Sle 89 Is 506 91 78 S67 91
‘BaLKE N HURSE Ku ol 529y 13 62 524 T1 57 454 63. 60 77 67 59 465 66 60 512 TO
UCK Vitw . ok 527 12 02 525 71 57 454 o3 59 676 617 539 465 66 63 519 74
KULLING TEKRALE SL Su0 e 53 SOl 56 55 449 60 48 452 &8 52 %43 53 55 497 61
KuSEMARY miLLS 69 561 T9 be 534 T6 60 462 69 66 494 79 6 478 15 66 528 18 |
RUSEMUNT 63 536 7o 64 . 531 75 69 481 81 60 478 68 be oTo T4 60 Si1 7O
St ¥En Lul.KS I5- S5t 89 73 558 &7 TS 497 &8 7¢ 513 @89 76 506 90 o8 533 80
SHERNUUU E£S ~64 . 536 T7 66 539 719 00 460 68 63 486 T6& | ~62 413 12 6% . 526 7
SOMERSET 6y 552 &3 73 558 87 a3 481 381 76 520 9N I 500 o8 74 553 88
SUJTH LAAE o %44 80.) 67 . 542 &0 59 . 459 &7 | 63 488 75 | 62 473 12 | 6T 532 80
STEDNELK i1 558. &85 74 565 89 TL - 491 86 75 546 4 50 78 504 90 71 546 85
- STuMEGATL 73  S0b od 76 569 90 76 495 88 69 500 82 ] 73 97 a7 68 533 80
STHRATHMUKE 65 543 80 68 548 482 6 %65 1T 56 471 63 59 468 638 63 520 74
SUMMIT HALL 66 543 30 67 S33 T9 63, %69 T& 68 496 80 87 482 78 70 540 33
IRAVILAH 78 581 91 61 592 95 63 470 T4 7¢ 51% 89| 70 e91 84 70 542 84
TwiNBROUN 5%  Sl4 6% ‘a1 %24 T1 60 461 68 62 48B4 T2 52 472 71 66 , 523 176
VIERS MiLL 6 537 77 69 545 82 57 455 6% 6l 480 7O 63 &68 o8 63/ 521 1%
‘mASHINGTUN GRuVE ] 60 ° 525 T1 64 931 75 52 &%LF 54 55 406 59 953 &5¢ 58 6 siL 70
C wATKINS &ILL ob S48 b2 71 551 84 o8 471 75 64 B8 715 85 478 15 6d 523 Te
aAYSIDE 73 Se64é w7 | 17 571 91 71 %03 9l 77 S22 92 79 511 .93 7Te 558 89
"MELLER nJAY .62 533 75 64 534 7o 62 - 468 13 62 48¢ T2 83 &715 I3 66 S21 18
wE STBROUK 5 59 8y 75 564 49 o5. 473 76 ¢ Si1 88 71 492 84 TL . 543 84
wESTUVER Ty 558 85 T4 566 90 7L 487 o6&l 74 517 90 Te 5S00 88 72 546 85
. . - . ,
8
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TABLE 2 (continued)

CALLFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS RESULTS oY SCrual
FabLy 1982 FIFTH GRADE RESULTS

B M

~

TOTAL READING | 'READING TUTAL. LANGUAGE

* " BATTERY VUCABULARY COMPREHENSI ON READING . ' LLING MECHANICS
'  SCHOGL # FOR |NCE SS PER | NCE  SS§ PER | NCE  SS PER NCE SS OER | NCEWSS PER| NCE 5SS PER
SCHOUL : ¢ BATTERY| HEAN MEAN RANK| MEAN MEAN RANK| MEAN MEAN- RANKC| MEAN MEAN RANK | HEAN HEAN RANK MEAN MEAN RANK
~HEATON WO0DS 788 . 66, 60 75 68 56 473 60| ° ST 49 64 56 - 477 62 60 535 68 57 528 65
«HETSTUNE 558 76 10 499 83 71 517 84 66 524 19 s3 Sis B4 64 549 TS 70 563 83
auwiD ACKES a7 72 81 528 94 | 75 528 88 76 555 90 75  Sel 91 59 567 82 70 562 83
wUUDF LELY 704 63 8L 529 95 70 515 Be 72 542 88 72 521 87 64 549 15 84 605 95
wUUDL LN 16¢ 32 66~ &l 79 62 . 492 13 63 513 T4 63 99 76 571 526 64 69 S6l1 82
wYAGATE * %22 52 76 5171 91 72 522 86 72 544 87 73 532 89 67 563 80] .75 579 89
r4
& >
« ]
> -
x ‘ :
g s
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| | =
) ) a3
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‘i‘ . .




TABLE 2 (continued)

CAL IFURNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS RESULTS BY SCHuuL '
FALL, 1982 FIFIH GRADE RESULTS

e

. 54

L ANGUAGE TOTAL . NATH MATH TuTAL REFERENCE
EXPRESSION LANGUAGE COMPUTATION CUNG L APP . MATH SKILLS
NCE  S> PEK | NCE  SS PER | MEE~- SS PER.| NCE 'SS PER | NCE SS 2ER | NLE §S PER
SCHuLL MEAN HEAN KRANK| MEAN MEAN RANK| MEAN MEAN RANX] MEAN MEAN.RANK | MCAN MEAN RANK| MEAN MEAN RANK
WL ATON dUuus 5y 523 70 ] 59 . 518 o7 | 56 81 el | 65 489 Te | 61 449 69 | 66 529 T9
wHETSTUNE 87 545 ol 71 551 g8 | b6 76 78 55 492 T8 67 484 79 68 536 B2
wGul ACRES 76 514 9 76 587 90 76 503 91 80 531 9% 80 517 95 77 562 90
wGUDF I ELD 73 583 92| -85 59y wb 63 522 95 76 S17 90 82 519 95 76 558 B89
whwlLIN b 592 83 71 55¢ 8a 57 454 63 66 49 80 63 475 713 68 534 81
NYHGATE - 7« 568 B3 | 77 514 92 66 476 178 15 S21I 92 72«98 87 71 562 B84
. 64 Sev 82 71 Se9 84 ) 1 335 2 62 483 T2 4% 432 39 72 564 85
. 4
[ ]
Y
e . v©




9f

b

CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS RESULTS 3Y SCHUIL
FALL, 1982 EIGHTH GRADE RESWTS ‘

Lg

Y
k - -
TOTAL READING READING TOTAL . L ANGUAGE
TTERY VOCABULARY CUMPREHENS I UN READING SPELLING MECHANICS®
SCHOUL # FOR |NCs $S PER.| NCE §S PER | NCE 5§ PER | \E §S PER |{ NCE S§S PER | NLE SS PER
SCHOUL - #  BATTERY|MEAN MEAN RANK | MEAN MEAN RANK | MEAN MEAN RANK [ MEAN MEAN JANK | MEAN MEAN RANK | MEAN MEAN RANK
_— { -
BAKER 705 zg; e5 592 76 62 581 72 62 593 T2 o3 588 73 56 591 6l 64 6le T6
BANNEKER a3s 285 66 596 178 64 589 75 65 60% 76 65 597 717 ST 595 63 &1 603 71
BELT 187 298 57 SoT . 63 55 554 59 57 576 + 16 9% 564 61 54 585 58 60 o000 70
CABIN JUHN 606 242 73 623 88 49 608 83 67 611 =7 6% b6L1 82 62 b6 12 71 643 Bo
EASTERN 175 179 3. 58% T2 6 584 T3 64 601 75 6% 59 78 56 599 65 64 ol5 76
FaRUUHAR 507 343 67 600 19 6% 592 17 6% 602 T6 65 598 T7 60 807 68 65 olé6 7To
FROSE . 237 420 T4 628 89, 7L  ol1l5% &6 70 625 84 12 522 86 63 622 T4 74 653 B8
A ITHEKRSBURG JR 556 343 59  574& &7 56 L 559 61 .| 60 585 68 |.-58 573 66 55 588 60 60, 599 69
* HOUVER 228 283 73°. 623 88 70 611 84 71 p2T 85 71 621 86 63 619 73 74 652 88
KEY 311 5 el 58FL 70 59 8§71 &7 6l 5897 70 61 581 «70 |- 56 591 61 60 998 69
KING 107 15 bl 579 69 80 574 -68 61 590 TO 6l 583 71 59 606 68 6 o133 175
LEE 818 398 66 591 75 | 62 582 12 63 596 73 53 59u T4 59 603 &6 66 621 18
MUNTUUMERY VilLL. 557 285 70 613 B84 68 005 82 69 618 82 70 613 83 64 624 715 70 639 8¢
PARKL ANO 8L 207 64 590 75 62 581 12 6l 590 70 52 5886 72 57 597 64 62 67 73
. Pl ESVILLE HS. 152 113 60 577" &8 57 562 62 58 577 &% 57 569 6% 52 SIT 54 56 583 o2
PYLE - 428 &75 75 632 90 74 626 49 73 634 87 I5 634 90 6 627 T6 | T2 o649 86
KEOLAND 562 290 68 60% 81 ] 60 597 719 65 605" 717 87T 92 19 59 603 66 67T 626 80
RIDGe VIEW 105 328 70 612 B4 64 590 7Te& 66 610 T9 ‘86 602 T9 62 6l8 13 69 635 83
SLEGU 778 408 59 574 67 59 572 67 59 583 67 6) S7& 68 53 578 55 58 593 &7
TAaKudA PARK .JR 755 148 5% 559 59 52 546 55 54 565 59 ‘5 557 58 52 5715 53 S0 562 51
TILOEN 232 449 73 b22 88 ‘68 603 81 69 620 B2 72 613 83 60 610 &9 73 648 87
JULIUS NEST 211 262 62 583 171 60 574 68 62 %92 71 62 584 71 53 5719 S5 60 601 70
WESTLAND . 412 366 70 o615 85 68 604 82 69 620 82 63 615 84 61 614 71 69 6355 83
wHITE DAK 813 297 eé 599 79 63 587 1715 66 608 178 55 59» 78 57 597 66 63 611 7%
wllud 820 421 68 6G6 82 06 597 - 19 65 o005 17 67 602 19 60 607 68 66 624 - 79
3 c .
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TABLE 3 (continued)

8

%
- CALIFURNLA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS RESULTS BY SCdJuL
’ FALL. 1982 EISHYH GRADE RESULTS
. ’
LANGUAGE TOTAL © MATH "MATH TOTAL REFERENCE
EXPRESSJION LANGUAGE CUMPUTATION CONC & APP MATH SKALLS
NCE SS PER | NCE S$S PER SS PER | NCE SS PER | NIE - §§ NCE  SS PER
SCHOEL NEAN MEAN RANK | MEAN MEAN RANK | MEAN MEAN RANK| MEAN MEAN RANK | MEAN MEAN MEAN MEAN RANK
BAKEN 59 So3 /47 62 595 T2 608 76 67 599 79 56 602 61 585 70
BANNEZKER 63 597/ 74 63 600 74 6l2 78 66 595 18 66 601 .63 592 T4
BELY 55 _5;6/ 59 | 57 580 65 579 64 59 571 66 58 573 56 577 66
CASIN JUHN T2 630 86 T4 639 88 635 85 ¢ 6264 88 76 621 70 618 84
EASTcRN 60 588 70 63 599 74 576 o3 62 583 712 ) 576 62 589 12
“& AKGUHAR 657 606 78 66 612 79 597 72 69 606 82 6> 601 65 601 77
 FRUST 624 B4 73 639 8a 635 85 13 623 88 73 628 70 617 84
GAITHERSBURG JR | 58 581 66 60 588- 69 574 62 62 582 12 59 5717 60 354 TO
HULVER 7 10 623 84 73 637 88 631 b4 712 618 86 | 73 623 72 624 86
KEY 1 58 580 65 60 587 &8 587 68 63 587 74 | 62 585 6% 597 76
KinG g 56 573 62 60 588 &9 574 62 63 587 74 63 5719 61 585 70
LEE L 59 564 68'} 63. 5¥8 13 601 74 65 593 717 65 595 65 601 77
MONTLUMERY -¥iUL.| 67 611 80 70 624 o4 609 77 | 6% 606 B2 68 607 67 605 79
PARKLAND ./ £61 592 11 62 598 73 594 71 67 600 80 |.B5 596 60 582 69
PUOLE SVILLE HS 55 572 6l S6 573 62 598 72 65 592 16 6¢ 593 59 577 66
PYLE 7L 630 85 73 640 86 627 83 75 631 90 73 e23 70 618 B84
REuL AND 65 606 T 67 e15 80 6lz 178 10 611 84 53  old 65 801 77
RIVGEVIEW ok o601l 76 68 617 41 618 80 71 618 86 72 eol8 66 604 79
SLIGD . 58 579 65 | 59 584 67 580 64 o0 576 69 53 STe 61 3584 70
TAKOMA PARK JR 54 564 57 52 561 55 579 64 5T 565 65 | 571 569 55 564 &0
"TILOEN 66 616 81 7, 632 86 639 B6 | ¢ 625 88 7%  o3u 67 609 8l
JULIUS WEST 58 581 66 60 589 69 586 o7 63 587 74 62 585 61 587 11
NESTLAND 68 621 83 70 631 86 611 78 70 611 84 69 610 67, 606 79
NHITE JAK 52 595 173 64 602 75 . 803 74 69 608 83 67 606 65 599 77
Woubn 65 606 78 67 615 80 615 19 69 607 8z 59 610 67 607 80
~
\ ‘ © - -
- - ' -«




TABLE 4 - d

CALIFURNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS RESULTS BY SCHLJL
FALL, 1982 ELEVENTH GRADE RESULTS

TUTAL READINs READING TOTAL | L ANGUAGE
\ BATT ERY - VOGABULARY CUMPREMENS LON . READING SPELLING MECHANICS

, SCHOOL # FOR |NCE SS PER | NCE  SS PER | NCE ~sS° PER | WCE SS 2ER |NLE §S PER | NCE S5 PER
¢ -~ STHOLL ¢ BATTERYIMEAN MEAN RANK | MEAN MEAN RANK | MEAN MEAN RANK | MEAN MEAN ANK | MEAN MEAN RANK| MEAN MEAN RANK
BETHESVUA-CH. CHa %06 396 | 68 695 a3 68 695 B8u o7 o84 179 88 633 8l 60 666 .70 65 676 18

M. BLAIR 7157 403 52 626 55 | 51 e21 52 53 625 So 52 62 54 52 627 54 S 627 S8
CHURCHILL . 602 490 713 7ls a8 | 69 702 82 69 693 82 72 109 83 | €5 o686 77| 10 693 83
“FLaAMASLUS HS 701 247 58  647. 65 S6 64l 61 51 643 6% 57 644 63 53 634 57 57 64l 64
EINSTEIN Ta9 228 58 650 65 59 658 &8 61 658 70 6L 00 70 S 636 57| 56, 634 6l
GAITHERSBURG HS 551 369 57 644 63 55 636 59 54 632 59 55 636 60.] 53 634 57 58 643 65

M. JUHNSGON 424 233 69 695 83 68 696 81 67 685 19 ey 693 81 60 664 69 61 -681 179
KENNEDY . 815 ~ 321 61 660 69 59 553 68 60 656 69 ol 659 69 56 648 62 59 043 67-
MAGRUDER 510 270 62 668 173 59 655 67T | 59 654 68 pd 656 68 56 64d 61 63 565 T4

ke MUNTGOMERY - 201 300 59 654 67 57 648 64 59 853 68 59 652 o6 | 51 622 51 55 633 60
NURTHWO0O 196 294 61 663 Tl 58 65 66 |- 60 657 69 52 658 . 69 54 639 59 61 58 11
 PAINT BRANCH 315 296 62 668 73 | 64 alo 74 61 661 TI 63 o070 13 |. 56 64B 62 60 651 63

* ' PEARY - 306 299 61 661 70| 57 649 64 58 648 86 58 650 66 58 655 65 | 63 665 T4
: PLULESVILLE HS 152 ‘Yo 56 649 65 57 o047 63 58 o648 66 58 650 66 55 640 59 83 825 57
RGLAVILLE 230 340 68 693 82 63 674 14 66 681 78 65 680 77 60 665 69 66 o678 18
SENECA VALLEY 104 482 62 666 72 60 660 68 60 655 68 50 6bL 70 | 56 685 bl 58 645 66
SHERNOUD HS - 503 271 62 661 T2 88 652 65 58 649 66 59 652 6o .| 57 650 63 61 658 71
SPRINGBRUUK 798 467 68 692 82 66 683 19 65 677 17 87- 685 79 60 663 69 67 680 79
WHEAT uN 762 255 ‘53 628 55 52 621 55 53 626 56 | 53 621 56 48 609 46| 51 ele 53

w wHiTMAN 021 &7i 74 722 90 73 718 86 12 7067785 1« 716 817 65 687 17 69 691 83
®  sLJDNARD 222 220 71 708 86 67 692 19 o7 682 78 63 690 80 66 683 16 67 682 80
wlLLTTON 234 385 70 701 B84 70 104 83 67 684 79 63 096 82 62 670 11 62 663 173

N
(0 o)




IAﬁLB.4'(continuld)_

CALIFORNIA ACHIZVEMENT TESTS RESULTS BY SCHuL
FALL, 1982 ELEYENTH GRADE RESULTS

-~
LANGJAGE TOTAL MATH MATH TOTAL REF ERENCE
EXPRESSILN L. ANGUAGE CUNPUTATIUN CiNC £ APP MATH , SKILLS :
NCE SS PER NCE §S PER NCE $S 'PER NCE SS .PER NoE - SS PER NCE SS PER
SCHUGL MEAN MEAN RANK MEAN MEAN RANK | MEAN Mt Ay RANK | MEAH MEAN RANK | McAN KcAlM RANK]- NEAN NEAN RANX
~ . . § ‘
BE THE SUA~CHe CHe 68 088 »pl 68 09 82 - 63 o7 T2 &7 o866 78 65 681 77 o4 [ Y£) :15.
M. SLAIR e 52. 8520 53 - 53 625 55 52 621 54 53 628 56 33 ~ 825 55 55 63¢ 59
CHURCHILL 11 704 86 -T2 708 86 617 689 19 12 710 86 - 71 706 B84 68 690 8L
LAMASCUS HS 56 638 62 51 643 6% 57 be3d &3 58 649 &5 S8 543 oS 59 654 67
EINSTEIN 54 o031 58 55 635 60 55 636 &0 59 652 68 58 &7 65 61 &62 Tl
wAITHERSBURL HS 58 647 66. 59 650 &7 54 632 59 57 644 63 ‘55 640 62 58 o4t &4
Ne JOHNSUN . R -V Y 673 176 67 683 79 &é 683 17 © 67 690 480 68 690 80 65 o718 17
KENNEDY 58 645 65 59 650 67 58 650 66 -6l 663 T0. 63 656 69 64 ' 674 15
MALRUDER 59 651 o8 61 662 71 62 B65, 71 64 6815 75 13 672 T4 Y Y4 665 172
Re MUNTGUMERY 58 6e7 b0 57 044 64 58 649 65 ol 660 69 63 657 69 60 2&6' &8
NURTHADUI 60 ob5 69 61 06t 11 59 653 ﬂ 6l 662 T0 ol 860 10 61 o 10
PAINT BRANCH 60 6% T0 61 658 70 61 6060 * 62 665 11 (¥4 66 71 62 p63 1T1
PEARY 6l 656 T 62 665 173 60 656 68 61 660 69 80 659 69 61 661 70
PLLLCSYILLE HS 595 ‘633 59 55 633 59 58 64T 64 57 045 63 ¥ bée7 &5 - 58 648 65
RUCKVILLE b4 671 76 66 680 78 &4 615 14 . 69 696 82 68 &90 80 |° 64 613 75
SENECA VALLEY CHE 653 68 60 655% 69 59 654 &7 QZ 668 17¢ L Y4 065 T2 63 670 T4
SHERWLUD S 63 667 14 r03 668 74 60 659 o9 &1 662 19 ol 602 11 59 652 66
SPRINGBROLUK o5 o6 117 6T 685 80 &% 675 1% 617 687 79 bo 685 178 66 o68F 78
wHEAT UN 52 620 53 52 ° 620 53 $3 624 55 54 629 57 1) 629 57 57 642 .62
HH‘T@AN 11 703 85 72 707 8é 69 698 81 74 717 87 13 713 86 68 689 B8O
NOGUOW AR O 87 o855 80 &8 691 82 | 68 694 80 i2 710~ 86 72 708 . 85 65 6786 76
SLOTEaN 65 6717 18 65 are 17 67 687 78 71 706 84 70 702 83 66 682 178
-
) 2
L . . ',
§ -
e B e e e i anl mmm e . —_ N
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?otal Battery Interquartile‘Ranges

The average scores reported in the previous section provide a concise suymmary
of each school's performance on the CAT. However, the scores reported. are
only for the average student in the school and do not indicate how the scores
are spread out. Given the mean score, one can only make a rough estimgte as

to how the highest and-lowest scoring students are performing. The figures in
this section show the spread of scores in each school and provide information

about the performance of the top and bottom quarters of each school. This is’

done by using score bands to report the interquartile range for the CAT Total
Battery for each-school. The figures: show the score | (national percentile
rank) of the student at each school's 25th and 75th percentile. Thus, the

lowest 25 percent of the students in that school fall below the lower end of.

the range. Likewise, the highest 25 percent in that schogl scored above the
upper end of thesrange. For example, if the upper end of tife band were at the
96th percentile, the top 25 percent of the students in that school ranked in
the upper four percent of the naticnal .no sample. . '

Schools are presented in these figures in alphabetical - order by grade. The
firast page for each grade follows: . iﬂ

Grade 3 -- Page 4l
Crade 5 -- Page 48

-

' Grade 8 -- Page 55

Crade 11 -- Page '57

County (all graded) -- Page 59

23
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NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDéN'I" SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL'S
FIRST QUARTILE (Q1), MEDIAN, AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) —

L CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 3, TOTAL BATTERY, 1982-83 ’
‘ . | -
4 NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK - | | 'rJ -
1 2 10 20j3040306070§80 90 95 99
Q Md Qg
SCHOOL NAME AREA { ' o
= . I e L

: ASHBURTON | . 2 - a3l 78 lso |
: Bgmocxsuan ' | 2

-LUCY BARNSLEY 2

. liEALL. | 2

" BELLS MILL | 2

B - ‘
BELMONT o 1
BFL PRE - | 1
/l
_BETHESDA < 2
A

. . 2

BEVERLY FARNMS - / y,

BRADLEY HILLS / 2

— 7 - -

BROAD ACRES - / 1 . 28] 3
: BROOKHAVEN . 1 2
: BROWN STATION 3 ,

'BURNING TREE . - 2

| BURTONSVILLE N 1

“ Q -

62




NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE $TUDENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL'S

CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TEST® GRADE 3, TOTAL BATTERY, 1982-83 (cont.)

NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK

N 4

. SCHOOL NAME

FIRST QUARTILE (Q1);, MEDIAN, AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3).—~ .~

1 -

|
' ' J |
1 5 10 20]30 4050 6070J80 90 95 99
Q Md Q

AREA
! CARDLEWOOD 3 o ‘)
: CANNON ROAD 1 E ]
| S _ £
CARDEROCK SPRINGS ‘2
CASHELL ‘ 3
"CEDAR GROVE 3
! CHEVY CHASE .. .2
. CLARKSBURG  *. 3
. CLOVERLY ) 1
e | —
COLD SPRI , 3
COLLEGE GARDENS 2 )
F:ONNECTICUT PARK 1 b _
CRESTHAVEN S '
DAMASCUS . 3 "
DARNESTOWN . 3
_.‘(‘ a\Y - - -
w!‘ . '3




' Yo

. NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL'S |
¢ . .- FIRST QUARTILE (Q1), MEDIAN, AND THIRDQUARTILE (Q3) — |
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 3, TOTAL BATTERY, 1882-83 (cont)

' .
NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK ' : ol t r
1 5 10 2033040 60 70§ 80 90 95 99
SCHOOL NAME AREA
[4 & .

DU FIEF 3

EAST SILVER SPRING 1

FAIRLAND ‘ { 1 , .

:L: ( .

FALLSMEAD - 3

FARMLAND . 2

FIELDS ROAD L3 \

. ‘ 4

FLOWER VALLEY 2

 FOREST KNOLLS , I

FOX CHAPEL , 3

GATTHERSBURG ! R 3 '

GALWAY . | 1

_GARRETT PARK . . 2
o . .

GEORGETOCN HILL 2

“GEORG1AN FOREST - | d

3 .




T

’ NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENQJ §COR!NG AT EACH SCHOOL S
' FIRST QUARTILE (Q1), MEDIAN, AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) —
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 3, TOTAL BATTERY, 1982-83 (cont.)

1
<

NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK T1TT1 | ol B .
| 1 5 10 20]30 40 50 60 70J80 90 95 99
0 Md Q,
SCHOOL NAME . ____AREA .
_GLEN HAVEN | ' 1 5150 T | /
GLENALLAN | | i
GREENWOOD | 1
HARMONY HILLS 2
HIGHLAND o 1
' HIGHLAND VIEW - | 1
JACKSON ROAD | 1
KEMP MILL | 1 ;
KENS INGTON—PARKWOOD | 2
LAKE NORMANDY 2
~ LAKEWOOD .3 .
. LAYTONSVILLE 3 ‘
LUKHANOR | | | 2 .
'MARYVALE * B < 2

o e
i



.

NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE $TUDENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL'S

‘ ~ FIRST QUARTILE (Q1), MEDIAN, AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) —
' CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 3, TOTAL BATTERY, 1982-83 (cont.) -
' . N N O B o | |
NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK ' 1\ 1 |
1 5 10 20}J30°40 30 60 70§80 90 95 99

SCHOOL NAME . AREA
MILL CREEK TOWNE | 3
MONACACY 3
NEW HAMPSHIRE ESTATES 1
OAK VIEW : | 1,
OAKLAND TERRACE | | 1
o:NEY ' .o
WILLIAM TYLER PAGE : 1
PINE cnss'f 1
POOLESVILLE 3
POTOMAC ' 2
'RITCHIE PARK | | | 3

| ROCK CREEK FOREST - 2 .
ROCK CREEK VALLEY. 2
ROCKING HORS® ROAD | 1
| ROCK vxgw‘_ - 1 g




’ . f ‘:’ 2 . - . -0
NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL'S

. FIRST QUARTILE .(Q1), MEDIAN, AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) —
T z CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 3, TOTAL BATTERY, 1882-83 (cont.)

L3

 NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK ) 111l t .
’ ' 1 o 5 10 20J3040506070§180 90 95 9

SCHOOL NAME AREA N
ROLLING TERRACE | 1 '
ROSEMARY HILLS 2
" ROSEMONT . 3
SEVEN LOCKS . 2 :
| SHERWOOD 1
P—

SOMERSET 2

SOUTH LAKE | 3

STEDWICK . | : 3

STONEGATE =~ 1

STRATHMORE 1T e
-SUMMIT HALL 3

TAKOMA PARK 1

TRAVILAH 3

. TWINBRNOK | N T :

e

[}

VIERS (ILL : ‘ 1




NAT!ONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SCORING AT EA€H SCHOOL S
FIRST QUARTILE (Q1), MEDIAN, AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) — .

dALIFleA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 3, TOTAL BATTERY 1982-83 (cont) \
NATIONAL PERCENTILE Rank ] -] . : BB
P 1 5 10 20 304030 6070§80 90 95 99
| SCHOOL NAME . . AREA___
WASRINGTON GROVE 3y
WATKINS MILL - .3 f
— ) NN
WAYSIDE - " 2 - :
WELLER ROAD o 1 , .
WESTBROOK. | o2 | o
'WESTOVER | 1 '
WHEATON WOODS 2
- } wmkTsTonE , | 3 - ‘ )
. | WoOD ACRES , S -2 7
3 ‘
1
- L. TE , ES . ) .’ 2 . .
* - ,? . - . ~ .

l{fC‘ ‘ - '   : - 68 -

l: t

R 4 - . . B .

. B LY . . . N N :
[ 3% Al



B

9
NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT, SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL S
RIRST QUARTILE (Q1). MEDIAN, AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) —
- CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 5, TOTAL BATTERY, 1982-83

. i . | : , |

| ~ NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK -~ 1 TTTITH |
) : : - 1 5 10 20]30 40 5:() 60 701 80 90 95 99
v . . _-. . : . Ql Md ‘ Q3 <
SCHOOL. NAME : ' - AREA .
~ .
ASHBURTON | ’ 2
BASNOCKBURN : 2 "
" LUGY BARNSLEY 2 ]
a - : n d
BEALL 2 .
BELLS MILL . . 2
" BELMONT o 1
BEL PRE . 1
' - 3
- X
BETHESDA . .2 . :
C e A - ! — _ . : iy
BEVERLY FARMS : -2 o o )
BRADLEY HILLS . - - | , -
.- e ' ‘ )
BROAD ACRES | 1 . :
- BROOKHAVEN - 2 .o
{ BROWN STATION -3 )
BURNING TREE v 2 ..
BURTONS LLE o 1 - '. 89

[Kc

wll Toxt Provided by ERIC




T

NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL'S
FIRST QUARTILE (Q1), MEDIAN; AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) —
' CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 5, TOTAL BATTERY, 1982-83 (cont.)

i . NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK | .
1 5 10 20|30 40 60 70§80 90 95 99
. Q9 Md Q .
SCHOOL NAME . AREA :
CANDLEWOOD 3 o
i _
CANNON ROAD _ 1 .
'CARDEROCK SPRINGS | T2
CASHELL . 3 '
"CEDAR GROV . ' ’ 3
 GROVE N ,
CHEVY CHASE 2 ‘
CLARKSBURG : 3
CLQVERLY . 1 : N
COLD SPRING - 3 .
'COLLEGE GARDENS 2
' CONNECTICUT "PARK S 1
* CRESTHAVEN - 1 -
DAMASCUS 4 3
JDARNESTOWN 3 .
m— . 4> . . ’ -




. . s
. * ' L I

'NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL'S
FIRST QUARTILE (Q1), MEDIAN, AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) —, -t
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TEST S GRADE 5, TOTAL BA'ITERY. 1982-83 (cont.) .
| ~ . P ] |
NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK ] _ T} t :
. ' - ’ 1 5 10 -20§304030607480 90 95 - 99
SCHOOL NAME - AREA_ )
DU FIEF 3
FAIRLAND | . . 1 )
PALLSMEAD 3 ‘
FARMLAND - 2
FIELDS ROAD . 3
FLOWER VALLEY 2 |
FOREST KNQLLS T
FOX CHAPEL ' 3
. GATTHERSBURG . 3
| GALWAY o : 1 _
GARRETT PARK: | 2
 GEORGETOWN WILL 2
 GEORGIAN FOREST =~ . . Sl .
GERMANTOWN T .
GLEN UAVEN . IR .




“'vv'«ur\

RANK FOR THE STUDENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL'S
FIRST QUARTILE (Q1), MEDIAN, AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) —
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 6, TOTAL BATTERY, 1082-83 (cont.)

NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK ' Lﬁ \ |
] - - e ; - ot -
: 1 6710 20§30 4013l 60 70§80 D0 95 99 v
/ Ql ) d Q‘) ) '
SCHOOL NAME o ____AREA - '

GLENALLAN i 1

| .GREENWOOD | .

HARMONY HILLS " 2

« e o

HIGHLAND !

‘ ~ . "
 HIGHLAND VIEW ' 1 .

JACKSON ROAD - , 1

KEMP MILL, 1

- = ‘

" KENS INGTON-PARKWOOD 2

LAKE MNORMANDY LR

LAKENOOD L | 3 - .

LAYTONSVILLE . L3 - "

LUXMANOR ' L 9
MARYVALL : 2.

] N ) - r - {PQITLQ”
MEADOW HALL 9. ' s
‘ ¥ » 't - = . 8 "

+ MILL CEEK TOWNE . - '3 - ,,4;_ -
Pombiamm . : _' _—;* - - \ aT - - .... - )

IToxt Provided by ERI LY
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{ “".’."‘_ Ct . R ‘”. o . ‘ ‘ M
' PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL'S

FIRST QUARTILE (Q1), MEDIAN, AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) —
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 5, TOTAL BATTERY, 1982-83 (cont )

NATI

NATIDNAL PERCENTILE RANK. - ) | i f 1 T
| | 1 [ 5 10 2003040506070f80 90 95 99
’ : Q Md
SCHOOL NAME __« AREA . ™™
MONOCACY 3
OAK VIEW SRR
OAKLAND TERRACE 1
OLNEY 1
WILLIAM TYLER PAGE I
PINE CREST 1 '
.PINEY BRANCH B S
POOLESVILLE ¢ 3
(Y ‘/_/ M
POTOMAC . : 2
! RITCHIE PARK - . 3
“ROCK CREEK FOREST .2 .
' ROCK CREEK VALLEY - - 9 .
'ROCKING. HORSE ROAD . o
L H
| k4 N
i ROEK»,VIEW ' 1
_ RdLLiNG TERRACE o .

wll Toxt Provided by ERIC



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SOORING AT EACH SCHOOL'S
: FIRST QUARTILE (Q1), MEDIAN, AND, THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) —

. CALIFORN‘A ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 5, TOTAL BATTERY, 1982-83 (cont.) -
. . % ¢
+ NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK
: —
SCHOOL NAME ' AREA
ROSEARY HILLS 2
: <

ROSEMONT . 3

" SEVEN LOCKS \ 2

SHERWOOD o 1

SOMERSET . 2

SOUTH LAKE - 3 S

STEDWICK . 3

STONEGATE 1

STRATHMORE | 1

SUMMIT HALL 3

TRAVILAH - 3

TWINBROOK - T2

VIERS MILL  '° 1

WASHINGTON GROVE - 3

© WATKINS MILL 3 . '
9 : ' ' ' | . . - 3
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NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL'S
FIRST QUARTILE (Q1). MEDIAN, AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) — ~

_ CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 5, TOTAL BATTERY, 1982-83 (cont)

| , A DE, 'TERY

M A '

NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK

1
SCHOOL NAME : AREA
WAYSIDE 2
WELLER ROAD 1
—&
WESTBROOK 2
P )
WESTOVER ' .1
‘ P

WHEATON WOODS 2 :
WHETSTONE | 3
.’ ' . . . f ‘
WOOD ACRES 2
WOODFIELD ' 3
WOODLIN . S
WYNGATE _ _ 2

a— -\
Y \‘
- {
P P
. ¥4
&




. . ; PN
] . : . . . . [
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; | NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL'S
" FIRST QUARTILE (Q1), MEDIAN, AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) — R
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 8, TOTAL BATTERY, 1982-83

NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK | ITIT . ]
¢ 1 9 10 20]3040506070§80 90 95 99
\ ) (21 Md (23 i

 SCHOOL NAME o AREA

JOHN T. BAKER INTERMEDIATE 3
BENJAMIN BANNEKER JUNIOR HIGH 1
COLONEL JOSEPH BELZ. JUNIOR HIGH 1 .
CABIN JOHN JUNIOR HIGH L2

X i
EASTERN INTERMEDIATE B ‘
WILLIAM H. FARQUEAR MIDDLE o
ROBERT FROST INTERMEDIATE L3 -
GAITHERSBURG JUNIOR HIGH - 3

. —————

-HERBERT HOOVER JUNIOR HIGH .2 ,
FRANCIS SCOTT KEY JUNIOR HIGH 1
MARTIN LUTHER KING JUNIOR: HIGK 3 ‘ b
COLONEL E. BROOKE LEE INTER. ) S
- — ‘ "‘
MONTGOMERY VILLAGE JUNIOR HIGH = 3
PARKLAND JUNIOR HIGH \ 2. e

- g . A
POOLESVILLE JR/SR HIGH ' 3

| S—

Q




| 39 1'
o

~ NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SéORING ATEACH SCHOOL'S .
FIRST QUARTILE (Q1), MEDIAN, AND THIRD QUARTILE (03) —
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 8, T:O'VAL BATTERY, 1982-83 (cont.)

i . L . . ) :

NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK ‘TI1i11 i
| 1 5 10 /20(30 4050 6070§80 90 95 99
. . . : . /‘1 Ql d
SCHOOL NAME AREA .
THOMAS W. PYLE INTERMEDIATE 2

=
REDLAND MIDDLE

RIDGEVIEW JUNIOR HIGH

S& 1GO INTERMNEDIATE
o

TAKOMA PARK JUNIOR HISH

TILDEN INTERMEDIATE

JULIUS WEST MIDDLE

WESTLAND INTERMEDIATE

WHITE OAK JUNIOR HIGH




T o vl : kX : \
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NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SQORING AT EACH SCHOOL'S

“'FIRST QUARTNLE (Q1), MEDIAN; AND THIED QUARTILE (Q3) —

CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 11, TOTAL BATTERY, 1982-83

i | P _
NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK I d | 1
) 5 10 20330 40 60 70§80 90 95 99
. N o o (QI - Md (Q3 e
_SCHOOL NAME - AREA
BETHESDA-CHEVY CHASE HIGH 2
MONTGOMERY BLAIR HIGH | 1
WINSTOY CHURCHILL HIGH 2 N
DAMASCUS HIGH 3. -
' ALBERT EINSTEIN HIGH 1
_GAITHERSBURG HIGH 3
- WALTER JOHNSON HIGH. 2
JOHN F. KENNEDY HIGH 1
. COLONEL ZADOK MAGRUDER HIGH 3
\
« RIGHARD MONTGOMERY HISH | 2 /

| - NoRTHUOOD. HIGH

LAPAINT BRANCH HIGH

ROBERT E. PEARY HIGH , 2

| POOLESVILLE JR/SR HIGH 3

- ROCKVILLE HIGH

8 .

> 2

IToxt Provided by ERI
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A
NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL S
FIRST QUARTILE (Q1), MEDIAN, AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) —
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 11, TOJAL BATTERY, 1982-83 (cont.)

| i - =
NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK ~ | 111 f T
) 5 10 20130 40 60 70§80 90 95 9
SCHOOL NAME | AREA '
SENECA VALLEY HIGH , 3
SHERWOOD HIGH 1
SPRINGBROOK HIGH 1
WHEATON HIGH S |
'WALT WHITMAN HIGH A 2

m—

CHARLES W. WOODWARD HIGH

——

THOMAS S. WOOTTON HIG? - 3

——

!

. e -
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; | NATIOpIAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SCORING AT THE COUNTY S
FIRST QUARTILE (Q1), MEDIAN, AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) —
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS, TOTAL BATTERY, 1982-83

.
.
\\

/' NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK , T Igj_l r
' 1 5 10 20§30 4050 60 70§ 80 90 95 99
: Ql Md Q3 o '
__ SCHOOL NAME AREA
SRADE 3 COUNTY (CAT) -
_ 1

SRADE 5 courg (CAT)

-~

-

GRADE 8 COUNTY (CAT)

S

S

SRADE 11 COUNTY (CAT)

.
——
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Longitudinal Trends

< The school longitudinal ana 8 presents the score  trends of students tested
n the same school twice. This testing was dome in Grades 3 and 5. This
analysis provides a better indication of possible program strengths agd
weaknesses ﬁ!i: does comparing scores for groups of diffefent studemts .

‘When scores f& different students are compared, differences in their ability
.can confound any judgements about quality. That is, brighter students may
score higher because of their own taleats, not because their educational
program is any better. Using the results for the same group of students at
twvo grade levels eliminates this confounding factor.

earlier section of this report. 'If the schopl longitudina
-decline or increase, 1t could be the result of test characteristics, not the
quality of the school program. One reason for score.changes could be that the
norm group foy the Grade 5 test had higher ability than did the norm group for

the Grade 3 test. Thus, when students were assigned standardized scores.

(e.g., percentile ranks) in Grade 5, they were being compared to brighter
students and did not appear to perform as well. Another reason for score

changes could be that the content of the Grade 5 test was a better match to

. " the MCPS curriculum. In this case students would have been taught more of the
Grade- 5 content but not necessarily any more of the MCPS curriculum. Thus,
their scores would have improved without their actually learning any more.

In an attempt to correct for the effect of test characteristics, a baseline
for comparison has been established. This baseline is the average trend,
countywide, for the students tested twice in the same school. This 18  being
used on the assumption that, if these characteristics influence score. trends.
the county trend will indicate the amount of correction. that is needed.

Substantial deviation (eight or more ’NCE points) from this baseline by .a
_school trend 1s an indication of potentigl strength or weakness. School
trends that are eight or more NCE points above the county trend will be
indicated by a plus (+). School trends that are eight or more NCE points
below the county trend will be indicated by a minus (~). When reviewing data
for small groups (fewer than 30) one should use extra caution before reaching
conclusions about program strengths and weaknesses. Mean scores for groups of
fewer than 30 are somewhat unstable and can be unduly influenced by a few very

high or very low scores. No results are reported for groups of fewer than 10

because of the extreme instability of mean Bcores for groups that size.

County treuds for students tested in the same school are summarized in Table
? #5, Also shown in that table are the differences required to indicate

substantial change. ) . . t .

»

7. The groups might be the current third grade and last year's third
grade or the current third and fifth grades. . - ,5§

\

81
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While longitudinal data have the ad%antage citegsahbve,'they should not be
used 'to label schools as having good or. poor programs. but only as a "flag"
suggesting that a closer look needs to be taken. Judgment of the quality of a
school program needs to be based on -many things in  addition ’ to ‘standardized

test scores, . no matter how well they are analyzed. Additionally, the,

statistic being used, difference scores, is somewhat unstable. "For these and

. other reasons the lomgitudinal results for a given school are often not .
“consistent from year to year. That is, the method will generally not flag a
.school two years in a row.. Thus, before a school is cited as having a good or

poor program based.on longitudinal data, the results of several years need to
be reviewed ) . .

. A N
Y

--Thia section of ‘the report contains three tables of school data. Table 6

presents. the elemen@ary school longitudinal results from Grade: 3 to 5 for the

-1982-83 school year.. Given the grades in which we test, that is, 3, 5, 8, .and
" 11, school- longitudinal results can only he computed for elementagy schools.

-

.TabIe 7 presents a summary. of four years of school longitudinal analyses.

This makes . it possible +to see which schools are consistently identified as
having good or poor prdgrams. The table shows the subject areas and years in

which each elementary sachool had a ,substantial deviation from the county.

,longitudinal trend. The schools have been grouped into quarters based on the

Grade 3 scores - for .the 1982-83 report group. If a school did not have scores
in 1982-83, it was placed in the same quarter as last year. This grouping is
fielpful . in evaluating results Because there is a tendency for very high (low)
scoring schools to have their scoras g0 dpwn (up) the next time they are
tested Presenting the results for the similarly scoring schools together
helpe,to determine if a school's trend 1s '"what ®might be expected) (i.e.,

' _similar to schools that start at the ; same level) or if it is u usual for

schools at that level and therefore meérits special attention.
¢ .

"Tables '8 dnd 9 contain what will be called quasilongitudinal data. Table 8
:khows the trends K for students in paired schools. These students move as a

roup from one school to another between the Grade 3 testing and the Grade 5
testing. This occurs because. at least one of the schools does not have both
grades. ‘ ' _

. . ) . . : 1] ‘ .

Table. 9 shows the trends for students who were in consolidated schools.. They
moved as a grouy, from one ,schodl to another in 1982-83 becausé of .school
closifgs. These students  willW not be included 1n the school's regular
longitudinal 'ggoup. An example would bé students who moved from the «losed
Hungerford Park to Beall. However, 'students who were 1in Beall (then. W,

_Rockville) in Gradé 3 are included in the Beall‘longitudinal data in Table 6

- Likewise schools that .start im .the bottom quarter tend to have an average -

L]

fa

- . [y - )
- L4 “va - . . . L
.

-~

‘e, ~,

review of - the - fiour years of school longitudinal results shows a slight
regression "effect. Schools that start off (Grade 3) in the top quarter tend
to have an average trend that is a point or two lower than the county trend.

trend a point " or two higher ‘than the county trend. However, . there 1is

" considerable variation in the-trends in both groups.
: 0w et , :

-
.

 8.. The - statistical name for this phenomenon is regression effect. A
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a o - - TABLE 5 | - o
. LA - .

County Means and Magnitude of Trend Needed .

to Indicate Substantial* Change for - \ ; .
Longitudinal and_Nonlonqitudinal School Results on the S )

B California 'Achievement YTests ,
- - —
’ P ” y . Longggndin;i : - . Nonlongitudinal o
s BN Fall  Fall o coL ' Fall . , Fall . o
. - .J980 . 1982 : ' 1980 1982 e ,
Grade 3 Grade 5 Substantial Substantial. Grade 3 . Grade 5 Substantial Substantial
NCE Mean NCE Mean Increase Decrease - NCE Mean NCE_Hean Increase Déckease
Total Reading .66 67 1 5 57 60 ., 11 5
L Total Langusge = | 69 72 11 5 60 64 12 4
Total Mathematicd & - 69 10 6 59 <63 .12 4
. & Total Battery | 68 n 11 5 59 63 12 4
#Substantial is defined as eisht.or more NCE pointg above the county treﬁﬂ.s' ’ .
v . . . ) . . ’ \.
06448 .
L . 2341
s V‘ . . »
- ‘ ( . .".
- e e
. » ‘
v 4
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’ : ' . TABLE 6 T
iy

CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS
FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE 3 (1980) ANIL.GRADE ! (1982)

Total | ‘ : Tot;al | | Total . | _ .. Total
{4 Reading Language L Math Battery
* . . " Percentile ' Percentile . Percentilel - Percentile
' School # |[NCE  Rank |NCE _ Rank - |[NCE - . Rank |RCE Rank
School ~ < . Number Grade Tested| Mean of Mean Mean of Mean Mean of Mean Mean of Mean
©» Ashburton = 425 3 35 57 63 | 59 67 . 60 68 | 59 67
N - 5 35 | 62 72 62 72 66 78 64 75
. Bannockburn 420 3 29 | 65 76 76 89 7 87 - | 72 85
o - 5 29 | 69 82 69- 82 68- 80 70 83
Lucy Barnsley 505 3 39 | 67 719 71 84 69 - 82 72 85
' 5 39 | 68 80 77 90 72 85 75 88
a ' | | | f . |
Beall 207 3 - 21 55 59 57 63 53 - 56 S5 59
» 5 21| 63 73 . 66 78 64+ 75 64 75
Bells Mill 607 3 22 | 63 713 | e8 80 62 72 6 75
) 5 22 | 66 78 7% . 87 66 715 69 - 82
Beliont 513 . 3 32 | 74 87 71 84 66 18 | n 84
hﬁo .5 32 L7 84 77 9 .| 72 85 76 89
Bel Pre . 780 3 35 |"62. 72 . | 69 - 82 " 68 80 | 67 79
: | 5 35 | 67 79 74 87 73 86 72 85
Bethesda 401 3 21 | 70 83 77 90 69 82 | 712 .85
o | 5 21 |75 88 .81 93 | 73 . 86 78 91
- 5 - . . 86 ' -
\) . . . . L - .‘Sr

. ‘ ,
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) TABLE 6 (cont‘inuec\l) .
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS
FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE 3 (1980) AND GRADE 5 (1982)
- Total: Total 'Total Total
; Reading Language Math . Battery
. ' . Percentile| Percentile Percentile ~ Percentile
School # | NCE' Rank NCE Rank. | NCE Rank NCE ' Rank
School Number Grade Tested| Mean of Mean Mean of Mean Mean of Mean Mean of Mean
- . . ’
Baverly Farms 226 3 33 66 78 74 87 72 85 72 85
5 33 | 72 BS 75 88 64~ 75 0 @ 83
) ) | o
. Bradley Hills © 410 3 23 64 75 67 79 71 84 - 69 82
- 5 23 | N 86 . | 74 87. 73 - 86 75 88
» * ) ‘ . - . i . 1
" Broad Acres 304 3 12 43 37 47 44 56 61 48 46
- 5 . 12 53 56 | -54 58 - 55 59 5 . . 58
Brookhaven 807 3 .47 | 60 68 65 76 63 73 62 72
5 47 66 78 | 13 86 69 82 | 70 83
N - |
Brown Station 559 3 56 63 73 -} 73 86 61 70 646 75
, .. 5 56 67 79 | 71 84 68 80 70 83
\ _ | ; \
Burning Tree: 419 3 48 | 80 92 84 95 88 96 88 96
| a o 5 - 48 | 81 93 84 95. 83 94 87 .. 9
Burtonsville 302 3 18 | 62 72 70 - 83 62 72 65 76
- 5 18 | ‘67 79 78 91 72+ 85 7% 87T
Candlewood 508 3 39 . 7. 719 68 80 72 85 71 84
5 . 391N 84 75 88 73 86 - 75 88

CE
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L ‘ : TABLE 6 (continued) “J . N
. . 1 . -~ - .

CALTFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS ’

FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE 3 (1980) AND GRADE 5 (1982)

e P

rd

Total B Total “Total | ‘Total
Reading | - __Language Math . __Battery
: .. Percentile . . Percentile| Percentile ' Percentile
S School # | NCE Rank | NCE Rank | NCE ‘Rank NCE Rank
School NumBer Grade Tested| Mean of Mean [Mean of Mean | Mean of Mean Mean of Mean _
Cannon Road 310 3 35 | 66 78 69 . 82 - 66 78 | 68 . 80
5 35 § 74 87 82+ - 9 79+ 92 8i+ ., 93
Cashell 511 3 s2 | 67 - 79 " 66 78 64 75 66 78
5 52| 66 78 74 87 -} 13 - 86 72 . 85
. ~ . ) . T . ‘* ) .l ’
Cedar Grove 703 3 26 64 75 66 ., 78 | 61 70 63 73
: 5 . 26 | 64 5 66° . 78 66 75 | 65 76
, - \ . ' ’
A ' | | : | - S S o
Chevy Chase . 403 3 411 61 70 - 65 | 76 | 69 . 82 | 68 * 80 -
- -5 41 71 . 84 73 . 86 | 74 87 74 87 & !
Clarksburg 100 3 30 | & 12 |.62 72 | 68 . 80 |66 . 78 . .
5 30 60 68 | 66 78 60- . 68 | 61-- 70 '
Cloverly 308 3 46 | 62 72 66 15 61 - 10 64 . 75 -
' : i .5 . 46 | 85 6 | 72 8 | e 7190 | 83 .
. . ‘( = . ' . - ’ I .
Cold Spring .- 238 3 39 | 68 . 80 70 . 83 1 69 82 70 . 83
- .. 5 39 .71, 8 73 86 ‘| 76 ° 89 75 - 88
Collegé'Gdee ‘229 3. s0 | 70 - 83 7 -84 | 75 88 . 75 88
. D 5 0 .| 73 86 - T4 814 -1 14 87 176 - 89
‘ e . L - < . : . . .




. TABLE 6 (continued)

CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS

> FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE 3 (1980) AND GRADE 5 (1982)
. Total Total, Total Total
Reading Language Math Battery
Percentile Percentile Percentile Percentile
.. School # | NCE Rank NCE Rank NCE Rank | NCE Rank
\ School - Number Grade Tested| Mean of Mean Mean of Mean Mean of Mean ‘Mean of Mean
'Connecticut Park 779 3 22 67 79 81 93 62 72 67 79
, 5° 22 | 64 75 61- 70 67 79 65 76
Cresthaven 808 3 24 69 82 71 84 73 86 74 87
. 5 24 71 84 74 87 71 84 74 87
. Damascus 702 3 56 | 64 75 76 89 - 66 78 68 80 \>
U 5 56 67 79 69- 82 67 79 68 80 /
g ) ‘
Darnestown " 351 3 44 66 78 67 79 . - 73 86 70 83
- 5 44 69 82 1 84 72 85 72 85
: Diamond 570 3 72 68 80 76 89 71 84 713 “86
- - - 5 72 | 68 80 67~ 79 72 85 71 84
DuFief ' 241 3 57 | 64 15 7 | 71 84 74 87 72 85
5 57 | 69 82 75 88 .76 89 76 89
Fairland 303 3 36 | 69 82 70 83 68 80 70 83
| ‘ 5 36 | 69 82 71 84 65 76 68 . 80
. Fallsmead 233 3. 37 69 82 74 - 87 72 85 73 86
- ; - . 5 37 68 80 85+ 95 L 84 5 88
, . §2




TABLE 6 (continued)

L . 3

o | J’~.-\¥NT CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS .
: | FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE 3 (1980) AND GRADE 5 (1982)

‘ Total |  Total Total | Total
Reading Language Math Battery
‘ . Percentile - Lercentile Percentile Percentile
« . School # | NcE - Rank NCE Rank NCE Rank NCE Rank
School " . Mumber Grade Tested| Mean of Mean Mean of Mean Mean of Mean Mean of Mean
Farmland 219 3 8 | 73 86 | s0 - 92°. 81 93 82 94
. . 5 38 72 85 - 83 9% . .| 82 94 83 94
Fields Road 566 3 30 56 61 60 68 56 61 - 57 63
5 30 59 67 65 - 76 67+ 79 65 76
Flower Valley =, 506 3 23 | 65 76 | 66 78 64 75 66 18
. ~ 5 23 63 73 74 87 71 84 70 83
| Forest Knolls 803 3 .17 | 63 73" 58 65 | e1 70 62 72
. - .5 .17 67 79 67 79 . 68 80 69 82
Fox Chapel 106 3 49 | 63 13 | 72 85 60 68 66 78
. 5 49 | 65 76 72 85 67 79 " 70 83
Caithersburg ' 553 3 40 | 51 s2 56 61 56 61 55 59
. 5 40 60 68 62 72| 58 65 | 61 70
’ 3 _ ' . o ‘ i
Galway 313 3 26 61 70 * |'s61 70 67 79 64 75
' 5 26 68 80 70 83 77+ 90 | 713 8e
. ———— ) . " : .
Rl O X - . v. ) : . » A . .

Garrett Park 204 3 27 | 60 68 64 75 t o7 79 | 65 76
. 5 27 72+ 85 75+ . 88 73 86 75 88

93 e o T gy
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' - TABLE 6 (continued) ' '( )

. CALIFORNIA ACHIEVENENT TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS
"FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE.3 (1980) AND GRADE 5 (1982)
- - # .
= O
Total Total Total Total
e L Reading - Language . Math ~ Battery
] P " Percentile. Percentile Percentile Percentile
T . N School # | NCE Rank NCE Rank NCE Rank . | NCE . Rank
; " School Number Grade Tested | Mean of Hégg' ‘Mean of Mean Mgan of Mean Mean of Mgan
Gedlfyetown B111 221 3 ar | 77 90 74 87 79 92 81 93
o ’ 5 41 75 ‘88 82 94 82 ‘94 | 83 94
Georgian Forest 786 3 28 55 59 62 72 67 79 63 73
- . 5 28 66+ 78 69 82 73 86 71 84
Germantown 102 3 43 | 64 75 72 85 64 75 66 78
5 43 65 76 67~ 79 65 76. 66 78
Glen Haven 767 3 -+ 30 °} 56 61 57 63 58 65 { s57. 63
) 5 30 58 . 65 59 67 53 56 .| 57 63 .
f ’3 . “ . ' ) . - ¢
Glenallan 817 3 29 55 59 66 . 75 57 63 - | 58— 65 ~
4 5 29 65 76 71 84 66 28 69+ 82
* Greenwood 512 3 57 | 67 - 79 78 91 71 84 73 86
: - 5° .57 73 . 86 83 94 69 82 76 89
. . ) . ’
Harmony Hills * -, 797 3 19 57~ 63 3! 70 58 65 .56 61
T } . 5 19 54 58 58 . 65 * | 65 76 | s8 65
‘Bighland ' i 776 -3 (43| 50 .s0 | 51 52 | 45 a1 |- &7 &4
5 --43 52 54 » 51 i 52 53 56 52 $4
, . : — . —So-
- '_ !
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TABLE 6 {contigged)

-
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CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS
FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE 3 (1980) AND GRADE 5 (1982)
A SRR SAME 3 .

P

o i

. Total , ~ . Total - Total . Total
, L Reading Language Math . .Battery
. _ Percentile . - Percentile - Percentile » Percentile . §
School # | NCE Rank NCE Rank NCE Rank NCE /Rank |
School Number Grade Tested| Mean = of Mean Mean of Mean Mean of Mean Mean of Mean
. - . » - " s
Highland View . 7184 3 19 70 83 67 79 - 72 85 70 83 ' A
,5 19 71 84 - 70 . 89 66~ 18 | 710 . 83
Jackson Road . 305 3 38 64 ' 75 71 84 66 75 67 79 -
“s - 38 69 - . 82 69 . 82 67 . 79 - 70 83, ;
Kemp Mi11 - 805 - 3 26 | 15 - 8 _ | 84 95 95 98 . | 92 98
- 5~ 26 75 . 88 82 .94 J 85 .95 84~ 95 :

. . . _
Kensington-Parkwood 783 3 <22 57 63. 61 - 70 58 65 . 58 65 -
P ' 5 -, 22 62 72 62 72 58 65 . 61 70

. . - - -
Lake Normandy 231 3 45 15 88 76 89 77 90 .78 91
: 5 45 72 85 74 87 73 86 75 88
P .
Lakewood | 209 3 .31 | % 78 72 85 % - 87 76 87
. '5 31 69 82 76 89 | 73 86 75 88
Laytonsville  ° 051 3. .s3.| 64 75 68 80 | e2 72 65 76
0 | : 5 53 69 - 82 74 87 73+ 86 74 .87
L J ' ) ‘ .
Luxmanor . 226 "3 26 | 67 79 75 88 3 86 74 - 87
. ' 5 26 |70 83 80 92 82 94 80, 92
-‘ - ﬂ‘
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FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN THE-SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE 3 (1980) AND GRADE 2" (1982)

TABLE 6 (continued)

CALIFORNIA ACﬂIEVEMENT TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS

*

i

.l

—t

Total Total Total Tétal
Reading Language Math Battery °
. . Percentile Percentile Percentile- Percentile
g’ . School # | NCE Rank NCE- Rank NCE Rank NCE _ Rank
School Nuymber. Grade Tested| Mean of Mean Mean of Mean Mean of Mean Mean of Mean
Maryvale . : 210 %3 30 | 48 46 49 ° 48 | 50 50 49 48
: . 5, 30 56 61 62+ 72: 58 65 60+ 68
QT . . A
'Meadow Hall 212 3 18 | 65 76 65 76 64 75 65 76
_ 5 18 63 73 66 78 | 70~ 83 67 79
[ ‘ ' ‘ L4
’ - i .
Mill Creek Towne 556 3 74 61 70 64 5 65 76 64 -
o 5 74 60 68 . 64 .75 62 72 63 73
Monocacy 652 3 25 59  ° 67 62 72 57 63 60 68
5 25 57 . -63 58 65" 53 56 . 56 61
Oak View 766 3 12 55 59 55 59 - 63 73 59 . 67
5 12° 54 58 63 73 56— 61 55 59
Oakland Terrace 769 3 43 " | 64 75 67 79 62 . 72 63 73 -
| 5 43 | 64 75 . 66 78 64 75 66 8. .
t‘ . ‘ _ _ . )
Olney .502 3 41 | 60T 68 65 76 66 75 64 75 o
- 5 41 61 70 72 85 57-. 63 62 72
Wm. Tyler Page 312 3 18 64 75 - 72 85 67 79 69 82
: 5 38 | 68 80 - 75 88 75 88 75 88 .
. y S vl ”
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TABLE—G (continued)

]

. CALTFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS

FOR STUDENTS TESTED 1IN THE SAME SCHOOL' IN GRADE 3 (1980) AND CRADE 5 (1982)

3

T6t31

Total’

Totql .Total .
Reading | - .Language Math Battery
- Percentile] . Percentile Percentile Percentile i
. School # |NCE Rank 'NCE "Rank | NCE Rank NCE L
School Number Grade Tested | Mean \of} 'Mean - of Mean' | Mean of Mean Mean of Mean =~ -
Pine Crest 761 3 29 | e1 70 - 61 70 59 67 61 70
\ | 5 29 66 78 64 75 59 67 .63 73 x
. 4 P . . . : _T )
. Poolesville 153« 3 59 59 67 61 70 60 68" 60 = 68 .
: 5 59 63 73 63 73 - 62 72 . 62 . .72 v
- . -.".>l h l. ‘ : ‘\"
Potomac ) 601 ¢ T3 47 | 74 87 75 88 | 78 o1° | gt o1, - .
* ‘ 5 47 75 88 80 92 79 92 ' .| 8o 92 '
. \ ) . . . <
Ritchie Park. 227 3 63 72 85 . 82 94 76 .. 89 79 92
T . 5 63 | 72 85 - 79 92. 71 8 . 75 88 '~
. ‘ : N ‘ . ‘ * \ ) ' ®
_"Rock Creek Forest 773 3 20 | 61 70 71 84 74 87 1+70 83 Y . -
, 5 20 67, 79 78 91 71 84 72 .85 « . 7
] . . L - L . e . 'f e
Rock Creek Valley 819° . 3 27 58 65 64 75 73 8. .| 67 79 L
R ~ 5 27 | 66 78 85+ 95 84+ 95 | 8l+ ‘93 * \\\*;
. > . ‘ ~ N\
Rock View "o79s 3 29 | 63 73 55 59 | 63 73 60 68,
5 29 67 79 66+ 78 60 68 63 737
. * , - ® - . o {
Rocking HorsesRoad 785 3 26 -] 60 . 68 66 78 . 55 59. 59 67 .°
. . 5 26 63 73 65 76 58 65 62 72 \
T e 101 ~ * | 102
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FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE 3 .(1980) AND,  GRADE 5 (1982)

‘
-

" TABLE 6 (continued) ;

CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS

~

p—

. -
™ . M
Total Total Total Total
Reading Language Math Battery
‘ - Percentile Percentile| Percentile | Percentile
- o School # | NCE Rank NCE Rank NCE Rank 'NCE Rank
School Number Grade Tgpted Mean of Mean Mean pof Mean Mean of Méan {‘Mean of Mean
Rolling Terrace . mn 3 12 |- 61 70 . 70 83 65 76 65 76
| 5 12 §1- 52 62— 72 - 51- 52 54—~ 58
Rosemont 555 3 15 54 58 §§§ 56 63 73 .~ | 58 (<;5
: 5 15 62 72 . 715, | 65. 76 65 76
. Seven Locks " 603 3 29 | 70 83 78 91 80 92 " . 79 92 -
- | - 5 29 77 90 .77 90 81 93 81 93
. Sherwood 501 3 53; | 64 75 70 . 83 66 78" 677 79
; 5 53 63 73 67 79. 64 75 66 78
Somerset 405, -3 25. | 71 84 81 93 85 95 83 ¢ 94
: "5 25 76 89 78 . 91 79- P2 g0 92
i ‘ . . : .
South Lake 564+ 3% 32 | 65 76 . 66 78 - 69 82 . | 69 82
- ., 5 .32 | 68 80 75 88 . - 69 82 72 85
 Stedwick 568 3 63 | 66 18 69  82.. | 71 84 - 70 83
» NEE- 63 70 83- 77 90 77 90 77 90
. é" ‘
**. Stonegate 316 3 32 168 . 80 74 87 70 83 71 84 :
. 5 32 71 84 77 '90 74 . 87 76 89 i
A ' —a -, : *r
‘03 - ’
. 0
E 104

13}
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TABLE 6 (continued)

V
. le ‘

R ,. CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS ’
g FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE 3 (1980) AND GRABE 5 (1982)
-, . 1B el — -
‘ oo Total . .+ Total o Total ' Total
P ' Reading . Languagé . Math . Battery
. j ] R . _ Percentile - Percentile Percentile Percentile
. . School * # NCE Rafik NCE Rank _ | NCE Rank NCE Rank .
. School ..Number. . Grade --Tested{ Mean - -of Mean- | Mean of Mean +Mesn—of -Mean- - Mean— -of Mean———
Strathmore 822 30+ 15 |62 72 1 8 | 12 85 70 83 ¢
. 5 15 66 78 80 92 71, 84 74 87 -
| | o,
Summit Hall . - 563 3 32 | 68 80 80 . 92 * 69 82 | 72. 85
- 5 32 65 76 73- 86 ~ 71 84 70 83
~ [
Travilah - . 216 3 37 | 66 78 , 67 - 79 65 76 67 79
. | + 5 37 66 78 81+ 93 .70 83 74- 87
Twinbrook 206 3 47 |49 48 53 ' 36 48 46 49 48
: ‘ - 5 47: |+ 58 65 59 67 | 62+ 72 . 60+ 68
- . . ' s _v‘ B { a . -
] Viers Mill 772 - 3 41 58 65 61 70 158 . 65 59 67
. - ‘ 5 41 62 72 | 70 83 162 72, | 64 75
Washington Grove 552 - 3. 738 | 58  ~65 69 82 62 72 62 72
- . ' 5 38 58 65 . . 66 78 . 56 61 60 ' 68
Watkins. M111 561 - 3 35 61 70 65 - 76 66 .78 | 65 76
_J/ S . 5 35 65 76 72 85 66 78 68 .80
Wayside 235 3 47 71 84 76 89 78 91 77 90
| ~ 5° 47 73 86 79  -92 . | 80 92 | 80 92

105 - - . 106
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. TABLE 6 (continued) - .
. CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS ,
. . : FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN, THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE 3 (1980) AND GRADE 5 (1932) v
“ * - : ~ o= : x - o
. Total .Total "Total Total )
* . Reading Language N Math . Battery
) - Ce e - Percentile Percentile | Percentile Percentile .
\ . Schoel . # |NCE ' Rank NCE -Rank | NCE Rank ° | NCE Rank  »
S School Number €rade Tested } Mean «of Mean - | Mean _of Mean Mean of Mean - | Mean of Mean
¥ Weller Road ¢ o 3 ° 45°| 56 61 55 59 Shuny 58 .55 59
- 5 .45 | .62 72 66 .75 3 73\ 64 75
- .. .t - . : . . » '
Westbrook - 408 3 29 | 74 ' 87 - 76 89 74 87 76 89
. 5 29 | 78 91 .76 89 71 84’ 77 90 °
Westover 504 3 39 65 76 75 88 69 82 71 B4
C . 5 39 70 83 - 79 ' 92 77 90 .78 91 -
. \. - . . . ’ . . v s
»~ f . - :. - . : L Y
*  Wheaton Woods 788, 3 49 54 58 61 70 55 59 4 56 61
R : 5 49 57 63 4 61 70 60 68 .| 61 ' R
1558 - 3 41 | 67 719 72 85 71 84 71 84 »
T "5 47 | 72 85" .74 8T 69y 82 73 86
. 417 3 28 | 71 90 75 .88 79 %92 80 92
5. " 28 82 94 80 .92 85 95 - 87 96
.. voodfield 706 - 3 39 | 11 " 8 78 .91 75 88 76 - 89
’ - L. 39 73 86 86 96 83 94 82 9%
- L. L | | » ‘ : | | . ‘ |
Woogl1in# 764 3 20. | 59 67 T | 58 TT65. 60 68 - r
| R 5 20.1.67 19 76+ 89 - 67 9 70 83 L
. ' f . ‘ - i ' : — - . W S 2N "
10 L - CooT T | S T | 1L~ }

*Students wvho qttended Woodlin 1n the 3rd grade went to thdaide in the &th grade, but returned to ﬂoodlin
' 1n Sth gmde becmg Hoodsidé vas. closed. S : / _ / . . o h

. . SRR T A .
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o : TABLE 6 (continued) . _ ‘
. - CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS J
. : FOR STUDEN‘I‘S TESTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE 3 (1980) AND GRADE 5 (1982)

_ o . Total Total - Total Total .
e - Reading i Language Math Battery
P : . Percentile - Percentile Percentile Percentile

School # | NCE . Rank NCE Rank NCE Rank NeE— Rank

School . Number Grade Tested| Mean 'of Mean Mean _of Mean Mean of Mean Mean - of Mean

Wyngate ) 422 3 38 | 718 91 72 85 71 84 75 . 88
: , -5 38 78 91 81 93 76 89 81 93
.1163g . - A L . ‘
. ’ . (
(SR i ‘ *‘ | 4
. _ .
”» - . ‘ [
Y
LN
m . . .
* Enbiib e EEL ST R T *f‘"“"“““"‘:“"“"“:ﬂc~<~«lq<<~1~¢':¢-...¢-.... -t .' . - __' . - . 7 g +
‘ } . \
v T } - ' ’ o

. . .
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~ . TABLE 7 N s
. V ' . . ! = re
SCHOOLS WITH SUBSTANTTIAL LONGITUDINAL TRENDS IN x,
L/ EACH OF THE LAST FOUR YEARS - FIRST QUARTER ° -
- . . i ’ RN
s ; _ 1979-80- ~ 1980-81 1981-82 1982-83 .
School No.|RCITLITM|C | No.RCIRLITMITE | No. [RC|TL{TM|TB { No.|TRJTL}TM;TB :
¥ —¥
Bamyockburn - 48 : 33 29 29
Barnsley 52 ) # 154 39 |
Bethesda 35. 39 40 21 |-
Beverly Fatms 50 46 45 ) 331 . '
Burning Tree 55 53 50 _ | 48]
Carderock Springs ' 42 20 | 25 * -
Collgge Gardens - 45 58 | - 67 50
Cresthaven - : 49 , 29 27 24
D{amond : 14 80 80 : 72
DuFief : 65 ., 66 58 57 _
Fallsmead §TUP 51 52 . 37 N
Farmland 50 39 w 38 ' 38
Georgetown Hill 40 3 67 : 52 14l X )
Greenwood - 85 . . 87 57
Kemp Mill 40 37 26
Lake Norman 60 \ 67 45
Lakewood ? 52 42 - 31
Luxmanor 36 30 23 ~ 26
Potomac 54 - 78 65 5 B Y = 2% TEE TTE T SPRRRR 2
_ Ritchie Park 58 ' - 55 54 1 63 a
Seven Locks 29 3l 35 291
Bomerset 36 » 27 13 25
Summit H&11 45 49 ~ 38 32
Wayside 61 . 55 52 -:- 47
Westbrook - 42 : 35 31 1 29
Wood Acres T 46 38 . 42 28
Woodfield 41 56 65 | 39
Wyngate 44 . 1 54 59 I & 38
l v
. |
- School loﬁgitudinal trend was at least 8 NCE points higher than the county trend. tm
- School longitudinal trend was at least 8 NCE points lower than.the county trend.
No.— Rumber Tested RC - Reading Comprehension ’
TL ~ Total Language TR -~ Total Reading
C ~ Composite : T - Total Math :
g TB - Total Battery ' .
06805 . T '
§ . W
< ¢
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TABLE 7  (Continuod)

v
’ SCHOONS WITH SUBSTANTIAL LONGYTUDINAL TRENDS IN L‘
‘ FACH OF THE LAST FOUR YEARS - SECOND QUARTER ‘ A P
LTI T I T T S o LTI I U LTI T TR _(.* -
1979-80. ° ' 1980-81, 1981-82 1982-81
School No. |RCITLITMIC | No.|RC|TL|TM|TB | Ne.|RC|TL|TM|TB | No.| TR|T}. |[TM|TB
Belmont 13 6l 98 ] 32
Dul Pre 4 201 27 15
Bradley Hille 139 33 . 26 23
Candlewood 45 - 70 56 : 39
Cannon Road I K1) 57 46 35
Chevy Chane 56 50 I S T I O N DY
Cold Spring 31 . o5 T 1L 58 [ 39
Cgonnecticut Park 47 42 ‘28 1 22
~ Damgsgus ~ 69 71 65 | - 56
- Darnestown 53 48 44 44
Fairland - s 1T 6l | | st LT Tae
Highland Vieaw 34 T 35 19 19
Jackgon Road =~~~ 166 1 65 N 59 ' 38
William T, Page 42 1 35 21 . 38
Rock Creek Forest B I ! S O I X - 35 X 20
Rock Creek Valley 4 64 36 43 27
Sherwood 67 . 53 59 , 53
South Lake 35 46 43 N 32
Stedwick . 69 87 ' 66 63
BT E TS SRR ¥ 25 N S A N NP2 IO O B O I I A X
Strathmore 28 32 34 1 15
Travilah 38 43 40 37
Westover so [ 1T rsel FL ol LT Isr 1
Whetatone ' 170 65 50 47
: | N nKIN

. -

l = School longitudinal trend was at least 8 NCE points higher than the county trend.

N - School longitudinal trend was at least 8 NCE points lower than the county trend.
No.- Number Tested RC ~ Reading Comprehension
TL ~ Total Language . TR -~ Total Reading
C - Composite : TM - Total Math -
: TB - Total Battery
06808
.’ \. ‘
“
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. ¢
; ' TABLE 7 (Continued) e ‘
% \_ SCHOOLS WITH SUBSTANTIAL LONGITUDINAL TRENDS IN ‘
/ EACH OF THE LAST FOUR YEARS - THIRD QUARTER .
. 7 " TN . -
.ot ' 1979-80 1980-81 1981-82 ¢ . 1982-83
School ° I No. [RCITLIT™IC | No.JRC|TL|TN|TB | No.[RC TL]TM|TB | No.]TR|TL}TM|TB
R ' . \ . r -
Bells MR 53 40 i 36 22
BrooRhaven 31 : . 51 53 ‘ 47 . -
Brown Station R . 50 : 49 56 ‘ ‘
Burtonsville - 20 22 . 33 18
Cashell __~ 76 86 65 | | 52
’ Cedar Grove™ . . 130 : 1 33 29 ) 26 - -
Clarksburg 117 1 |- ] 28 31 | "1 30 '
Cloverly 52 ] __F 32 52 46 »
Flower Valley .. 60 61 . ] 35 23
Forest Knolls ' 10 :-:- 3% 71 1.
Fox Chapel 57 49 n 49
1 45 - 35 26 | .
Garrett Park _ ' 29 : 2 27
Georgian Forest ‘ 40 32 | : 28 28
Germantown 47 ) 71 % 43
Laytonsville 65 |- 79 7 A 53
‘Meadow Hall 30 48 27 18
Mill Creek Towne 63 74 60 74
' Qakland Terrace , 49 50 . 49 43
, Olney - 561 | 50 50| I 51
Rolling Terrace - - - . 12
Washington Grove - 43 - 401 35 38.
Watkins Mill 51 T3 1" 45 H 35 r

- School longitudinal trend was at least 8 ijCE points higher than the county trend.
- School longitudinal trend was at least 8 NCE points lower than the county .trénd.

No.— Kumber Teslted-
TL - Total Language.

— Reading Comprehension
Total Reading

HERE
I

C - Cquposite - Total Math
. A - Total.Battery
. . R 4

06805 " hd [ ] ' / ‘
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. v ’ TABLE 7 (Continued) ' | .
SCHOOLS WITH SUBSTANTIAL LONGITUDINAL TRENDS IN . - oo
. ~ EACH OF THE LAST FOUR YEARS - FOURTH QUARTER .
1979-80 ™ 1980-81 - 1981-82 “1982-83
*  School S No.JRC [TL|TM|C | No.]RC |Tl TMITB] No.jRC|TL{TM|TB| No.}TRY{TL[TM TB
Asbburton’ Is_d_.ﬂr_l) 26 35 .
Beall 136 40 | . - ' 21 ' -
Broad Acres . 16 19 |” 1 . 12
_gglds Road 31 23 36 30
Qggthersbgrg M . _J45 50 50 : 40
Glen Haven . 47 " 39 48 30
Glenallan / 47 % 31 35 29 H
Harmony Hills 43 - 1 34 _ A6 | 19
Highland 51 77 65 | - 43
m.i_mm-zg;kwod 18 29, J 4 20 22
Maryvale 50 1 47 INE 46 | 30
Monocacy 16 i 211 25 N 25
Oak View_ . 27 : 34 | 12
Pine Crest o 45 45 41 ' 29
Poolesville . 71 | 901 _ . |70 : 59
Rock View 136 34 36 29 |
Rocking Horse Rd : 39 . 327 29 26
Rogemont N o 27 1 1 23 25 1 ¢ ‘1 15
Twinbrook y 145 51 38 47
Viers Mill 151 ' 521 39 41
Weller Road" R l60. 63 ] 46 | 45
Wheaton Woods 46 X : 57 66 _}E% 49
Woodlin - -T- . - 1 - | 20 H
2. . ‘

- School dongitudinal trend was at least 8 NCE points .higher than the county trend,
- School longitudinal trend was at least 8 NCE points lower than the county trend,

No.- Number Tested ' : ' ' RC - Reading Comprehension _ )
TL - Total Language TR - Total Reading . \
e S -
06805 | ) ‘ \ o
’ ¢
. \ ’
- ) '}
. e -
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. : ' TABLE 8

CALIFDRNIA ACHIEVEH‘&T TESTS RESULTS FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN 'PAIRED SCHOOLS IN
GRADE 3 (1980) AND GRADE 3 (1982)

. L TOTAL READING ~ | _TOTAL LANGUAGE _ TOTAL MATH TOTAL BATTERY
+ . Percentile Percentigs' © Percentile Percentile
-~ . Rank Rank " Rank © ‘Rank
School » Number NCE - of NCE . of NCE - of NCE . of
School L No. Grade , Tested | MEAN  MEAN MEAN, - MEAR | MEAN  MEAN MEAN _ NEAN
Egst Silver Spring ., 756 3 ¥ | 63 13 | 73 86 TS50 67 63 73
Piney Branch 749 5- . 16 66 78 71 .84 , 64 75 67 79
Takoka Park =~ 756 ! 3 55 62, 72 63 73 6 15 63 " 73
' Piney Branch " 749 5 55 67 79 67 79 68 80 . 68 80
£ . . - . * ‘_'_* T ™ -
06708 . i : A\ . | | ~
g .
)
& ’
¢ 115 S - - |
o
) ‘ - /
}
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. . . o - - - TABLE 9 : )
o ' m:mm ACHIEVEMENT TESTS RESULTS FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN GRADE 3. (1980) and GRADE 5 (1982)
7 - IN SCHOOLS THAT HAVE BEEN CONSOLIDATED
TOTAL READING TOTAL LANGUAGE ___TOTAL MATH TOTAL BATTERY _
Percentile’ Percentile Perdentile Percentile
. . Rank Rank Rank ' { Rank
. School Number NCE = of NCE of NCE of 41 NCE : of
School - __\Ng. Grade  Tested MEAN MEAN ~, | MEAN MEAN MEAN MEAN MEAN MEAN
. ) A .
. Hungerford Park 214 3¢ 31 58 65 62 ' 72 ~ 67 79 63 73
Beall .- 207. 5 31 57 63 70 83, 64 75 4 63 73
_. ' ‘ N . - ) . “ . .
‘Four Corners ., 763 '3 .10 43 37 |, 47 44 55 59 47 46 -
. Forest Knolls 803 ' 5 10 48 46 /1 52 51 52 50 50
Saddlébrook 821 -3 17, 61 70 68 80 80 '92 72, 85
" Glenallan - ' 817 5 17 72 85 82 94 80 . % 1 81 93
: PR Y . - . ' .
Arcola , | 790 3 10 62 , 72 59 . 67 54 58 1 57 63
Kemp M{11 . 805 5, 10 67 ~79 72 .85 66 78 70 83
Lone Oak 205 3 20 61 70 68 . 80 54 " 58 59 ., 67°
‘Megdow Hall . 212 ' 5 20 | 60 68 ‘| 62 72 67 79 64 75
Four Corners - ‘763 3 11 ‘62 .72 .| 65 76 72. 85 67 79
Oak View 766 5 11 64 75 63 73 - 63 J73 64 75
Forest Grove . 768. 3 19 | 86-teeeiibleceecea]c85.eie..76 | 63 73 62 +72
‘Oakland Terrace . 769 . 5 19 58 65 64 75 57 63 ° 60 68
) . . ¢ - ’ . . B
Pleasang View 765 3, 24 57 63 70 83 | el 70 62 72
Rock Creek 'Palisades 795 -5 24 64 75 60 68 58 - 65. { 61 70
Brookmont .. . 414, ." 3 ‘23 74 87 74 87 | 80 92 79V 92
Wood Acres 417 5 23 77 90 76 89 f| "s0 - 92 81" 93
. o670 . | . | . .
* . .‘ \i I . . - . . ) 118
. . : . ' .
RS F ' - ,




4

Nonlongitudinal Trends

. : . L J
Trends of scores between groups of students tested in a school only once

 (Grade 3 or Grade 5) are reported in Table 10. These nonlongitudinal data are”
analyzed in a way similar to the school longitudinal data. The county trend
for students tested in a school only once (shown in Table 5) 1s useds as a
baseline against which to evaluate the magnitude of the school trend. Any
school with a trend substantially abové (+) or below (-) the county trend 18
probably an indication of a population shift in the school. If either group
in a school has fewer than 10 students, no results are reported for that
sghool; ' . . '
Part of the nonlongitudinal groups are students 1n consolidated schools whose
third grade school is closed. These students are also included in Table 9
which shows results for them alone, not mixed with other new fifth graders, as
is done in ‘these nonlongitudinal tables. - .
‘Table 11 contains a summary of four years of school nonlongitudinal analysis.
This table has the same format as Table 7. “Schools are grouped into quarters
according to their 1982-83 group Grade 3 nonlongitudinal score. If the school
did not have any 1982-83 data, it was placed in the same quarter as last
year. No data are presented for a school in a year if there were fewer thag.
10 students in the third and/or fifth grade group. :




. ) TABLE 10 P
CALIFORNIA ACHTEVEMENT TESTS NONLONGITUDINAL RESULTS FOR STUDENTS. TESTED IN _
; . A SCHOOL ONLY IN GRADE 3 (1980) OR GRADE 5 (1982)
- - 1 - ~
‘ : . 4 . * ' <
' Total - Total Total Total
- R Reading e Math 4 Battery :
. ’ ‘Percentile} = Percentile Percentile Percentile
- . School 4 NCE Rank | RCE Rank | NCE Rank” ) NCE Rank
' q School Number Grade Tested Mean of Mean Mean of Mean Mean of Mean, 4 Mean of Mean
. % Aghburton 425 3. %@4 61, 70 60 68 58 65 57 63
. . .5 23 54-" 58 53 56 61 70 56 61 .
Lucy Barnsley sos .3 . 15 | 60 68 38 28 59 67 39 30
o " 5. 19 | 66 78 73+ 86 754 88 73+ 86 o
~ Beall 200 3 16 | 33 21 36 25° 34 22 31 18 -
- 5 70 | 53+ 56 63+ 73 | 61+ 70 59+ 67
~Bel-Pre--- - 780 3 15 42 35 50 50 SO .50 |46 42
@ 5 26 63+ 73 75+ 88 724 85 1+ 84 . J
Bethesda 401 “} 3 14 63 73 70 83 66 78 67 79 )
‘ | 5. 30 62, 72 63 73 60- 68 62- 72
Bradley Hills s10 ¥ 14 | 62 72 67 79 65 76 64 5,
- 5 14 65 76 73 86 67 79 68 . 80
Broad Acr¥d 306 © 3 W13 | 43 37 47 & 47 4 | 45 41
A T IR &2 |55 59 58 65 |52 54
_Brookhavefh”™ do7 - 3 w16 |57 . 63 58 65 [ se - e  |s6 et -
. I .75 . <137 | 68+ 80 71+ 84 68+ 80 71+ 84 .~
Brown Station 559 3 .39 bo . 50 53 6 - | 50 . 50 50 50
- ", 5 43 . 83 6l 70 60 68 60 . 68
¥ ‘Burping Tree 419. 3 12 e 83 % |81 9 '80 92 L
. S5 3 81 93 | 82 94! | 86 96 87 % °
: | o AN . , ! ' ¥ ol
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TABLE 10 (continued)

L]

CALIFORNIA ACEIEVEMERT TESTS NONLONGITUDINAL RESULTS FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN
A SCHOOL ONLY IN GRADE 3'(1980) OR GRADE 5 (1982)

V&

Total .

- Total-

, Total . Total
Reading N Language - Math . Battery
~ " Percentile Percentile Percentile Percentile
School # NCE Rank ~ | NCE Rank NCE Rank NCE . Rank
School Number Grade Tested Maan of Mean Mean of Mean Mean -‘ofﬁ Mean Mean - of Mean
Candlewood s08 3 . 23 53 56 58 65 60, 68 57 63
5 29 55 59 59 . 67 56- 61 57 « 63
Carderock Springs 604 3 13 | 69 82 11 3 88 - 96 13 4
e s 32 )65 76 |78+ 91 70- 83 7+ . 84
Cashell 511 3 19 59 67 | 59 . 67 58 65 59 67
5 23 66 75 70+ 83 65 76 67 ' 79
Chevy Chase 503 3 29 | 52 54 55 .59 63 73 58 65
: 5 31 68+ 80 | 70+ 83 . 69 .82 70+ 83
;Coliége’Gardens 229 3 18, 62 72, ° 64 . B 75 .64 75 64 75
| 5 18 64 - 75 69 . B2 67 79. |66 718
_ Comnecticut Park 779 3 12 | 66 78 80 92 58 65 65 76
| 5 ‘10 '} 59-- 67 61~ 0 . | 65 76 62 72
. : . : ¥
Damascus 702 3 20 53 56 65 76 56 61 56 61
| | 5 15 65+ 76 71. 84 68+ 80 - |71+ & 88
Diamond 570 3 16 | 61 70 s 76 | s9 61 |se 61

| 5 23, 62 72 57- 63 60 68 60 68,

¢ ) . ' . k"
Dufief 241 3 23 | 61 70 58 65 63. 73 63 73
- . 5 16 { 63 3 66 78 60 68 65 76
Fairland 303 3 6 | 55 59 58 65 | 56 . 6l 56 61
. -5 28 .| 59 6 , |60 68 56 66 |59 - 6

‘1&. _ o



" TABLE 10 (continued)

CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS NONLONGITUDINAL RESULTS FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN

- A SCHOOL ONLY IN GRADE 3 (1980) OR GRADE 5 (1982)
T Total Tota].' ' Total , Tot:ai
Reading Language Math ‘Battery
‘ - A Percentile Percentile Percentile Percentile -
School ¢ NCE Rank uciE Rank | NCE Rs NCE Rank ~
School Number Grade Tested Mean of Mean. of Mean Mean ‘of Mean Mean of Mean
Fallspmead 233 3- 10 70 83 75 88 1B, 9 7 .90
’ | 5 12 59- « 67 75 88 69~ 82 | 68- 80
Fields Road - 56 3 20 45 41 v | 56 el 48 46 46 42
,_ 5 18. | 58+ - 65 63 - 73 64+ 75 62+ 72 .
o 'rafege"xﬁn . 803 3 1t | a6 T 39 |'s2 54 |- 40 32 41 33
5 21 | 56 8 .| s8 65 - | 57+ 63 54+ 61
\ Fox Chapel’ 106 3 20 | s&  s8 65 76 60 68 58 . 65
& ' ~ 5 33 60 68 | 65 76 | 65 76 64 75
Gaithersburg =~ 553 3 - 4B ss 59 | 51 52 55 59 54 58
| ‘ 5 25 *| 58 . 65 60 68 "| 68 . 65 60 * 68 .
Garrett Park 206 3 12 s7 . 63 | ss .59 s&- 58, |55 59
] 5 18 6z . 72 67+ 79 63 . 73. | & 75 .
Georgian Forest 786 = 3 15 | 4B 46 54 58 59 67 - | 54 58 .
25« 21 | 59+ . 67 60 68 62 72 | 6l 70 -
Germantown 102. 3 22 | 60 68 66 78 61 70 61 70 |
| 5 21 49~ 48 | 53- .56 54~ 58 | 52~ S56 ;
‘Glen Haven 67 3 33 j-s51 52 |“s4 58 .| s3° 56 52 s&
5 32 56 61 57 , 63 53 . 56 55 59 |
. ' ) ’ ‘ , : : ’ - ' » ' :
Glenallan 817 3 18 49 48. | s6 61 56 58 52 56
- 5 &40 62+ 72 T4+ 87 | 12+ 85 11+ - 84 o
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. ‘ ) . , . : ~ TABLE 10 {continued)
4 | . . ~ ' 4
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS N GITUDINAL RESULTS FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN- -
A SCHOOL ONLY IN 3 (1980) OR GRADE 5 (1982)
‘ o | 21
Total 'fotal . Total B Total
Reading o Language Math - Battery . :
. ~ Percentile - ‘Perdentile| Percentile " Percentile .-
: N | School.. # | mNcE Rank | NCE . Rank,k | NCE Rank | NCE Rank 5
' School Number Grade Tested | Mean of Mean Mean of Mean Mean of Mean Mean of Mean ,
> Greenwood 512 3 19 64 75 72 85 60 68 64 75
» 5 15 61 70 77 90 69 82 |70 83
natmy ‘ills 197 3 23 | 35. 24 48 "46 42 35 . |36 25
5 . °19 50+ 50 56 6l 56+ Ql 54+ . 58
- Highland 74 3 .25 | so0 50 - 52 54 44 . 39 47 &4 .
5 26 50 50 52 54 52- 54 51 52 -
. o, Highlgnd View 186 3 11 53 56 54 58 . 3 56 52 56 - e
3 5 . 45 47— . 44 47- - &b 46- 42 46~ 42 ' -
Jackson Road 05 3 16 | 58 65 62 72 56 6l 58 65
: 5 24 - 65 76 66 . 15 66 718 .|66 78
Kensington-Parkwood 783 3 70 | s0 50 52 54 52 54 ° |51 52
' 5 27 | 62+ 72 64+ 75 66+ . 78 65+ 76
. ' . a : : ' _
Lake Normandy 231 3 12 76 89 74 87 78 91 80 92
. 5 12. 71- 84 |80 92 68- 80 | 74 87
Laytonsville 051 3 26 61 : %o  le& - 15 | s6 61 60 68 A
~ ' 5 18 59 92 64 75 63 .13 63 73
Maryvale 210 03 1% 35 2% |3 o | a .33 37 27
. ' 5 147 | 36 25 43 37 48 - 46 - | a2 35
. ' | ! .
. Meadow Hall 212 3 23 62 - 72 - | 65 76 62 72 63 73
. 5 29 59 67 . | 59- 67 | 65 76 |62 72
3 * * N - ‘ . ) ‘ . . . ‘
8-.- L . S, 127




e TABLE 10 (continued)
'/‘ mxronnu ACHIEVEMENT TESTS NONLONGITUDINAL RESULTS FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN
A SCHOOL ONLY IN GRADE 3 (1980) OR GRADE 5 (1982)
" Total Total Total Total
. D Reading _Language ‘ Math Battery
) N -« Percentile Percertile Percentile Percentile
< School R L NCE ° Rank NCE Rank | NCE * Rank NCE Rank
" School Number Grade Tested Mean  of Mean | Mean .of Mean Mean of Mean Mean of Mean
Mill Creek Towne 556 3 .19 | 61 70 .| s2 54 52 54 53 956
: 5 31 50- S0y 50 50 47 44 49- 48
/ 0k View 766 3 15 | 47 44 52 54 48 46 48 46
-. 5 23 57 63 - 57 63 - | 55 59 57 63
Oakland® Terrace 769 3 15 58 65 1 59 67 57, 63 56 61
: . 5. 37 57 63 62 72 55 59 57 63
Olney . - 502 3 15 | s8 65 1 65 76 65 ' 76 65 76
. 5 10 57 . 63 66 78 57-" 63 63 73
~ . —_— ' .
Pine Crest 761 3 20 54 58 |'s8 T 65 52 54 56 | 3870
5 19 48~ 46 54— 58 - 1 55 59 153 . 56
. e L™ ‘
Poolesville 153 3 20 56  6l. |57 63 5 58 | 52 54
.5 13 57 63 54 58 49~ 48 53 56 -
Potomac 601 3 18 74 87 74 87 82 94 80 92
: 5 23 71 84 77 90 . 68- - 80 73- 86
" Ritchie Park 227 3 1n | 69 - 82 76 " 89 78 91 78 .91
SRR 5 16 67 79 . 72- 85 73~ - 86 73- - 86
. . [ 4 .
.. . Rotk Creek Forest - 773 3 M | 53 56 | 64 75 6 79 62 72
. - | .5 15 64+ 75 67 19 58- 65 62 72
B\, Rock Creek Valley 819 3 11 58 6 |'s8 65 65. 76 | 61 70
N U .5 20 61 - 70 | 74+ . _ 87 66 . - 78 67 79
N ) s . N
Y . Y Lo '

RS I
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TABLE 10 (continued)
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS NONLONGITUDINAL RESULTS FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN
: A SCHOOL ONLY IN GRADE 3 (1980) OR GRADE 5 (1982)
. Total Total Total Total
Reading Lan Math Battery
» Percentile Percentile . Percentile] . = Percentile
School ¢ NCE Rank NCE Rank NCE Rank NCE " Rank
School Number Grade Tested Mean of Mean Mean of Mean Mean of Mean Mean of Mean
Rock View 795 3 16 58 65 56 61 58 65 58 " 65
: 5 36 59 67 59 67 57, 63 59 67
Rocking Horse 785 3 18 58 65 65 76 52 54 57 . 63
' . .5 11 | 50- 50 53- 56 60. 68 55 59
Rolling Terrace (771 3 15 54 58 60 - B8 59 67 57 63
x 57 25 38- 28 49- 48 52- 54 47- vy
Rosemont 555 .3 13 |38 28 43 37 s1 33 l3: a0
5 12 64+ 75 64+ 75 63+ 73 63+ 73
South Lake 566 3 29 57° 63 s6 ' . 6l 63 73 60 . 68
5 39 59 67 |60, 68 57- 63 | 59 67 |
Stedwick - 568 3 58 65 59 67 57 63 | 59 67
5 63 73 68 80 66 78 66 78 -
Stonegate 316 3 66 75 66 718 57 63 63 . 73
: 5 67 . 79 73. 86 72+ 85 |11 84
Strathmore, 822 . 3 23 57 63 61 70 - | el w70 | 61 70
5 15 55 .« 59 56~ 61 47~ 4 | 53~ 56
Summit Hall 563 -3 17 49 48 59 67 52 - 54 51 52
5 14 51 52 52- . 54 58 65 | 54 . S8 A
" Twinbrook ' 08 3 29 50° . 50 49 48 40 32 45 " 41
.5 35 56" . 61 65+ 76 62+ 72 61+ 70




N

TABLE 10 (c tinued) .
cm.rtoxm *ACHI TESTS NONLONGITUDINAL RESULTS FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN /
' A SC ONLY IN GRADE 3 (198%) OR GRADE 5 (1982) -
* Total . \‘ Total Total
N\ ing > _Lan Math Battery
_ ' \ Percentile L ~ Percentile _Percentile

School Y}i ncx | ncE NCE . /::nk NCE = Rank
School .Nulaber Grade Test - Mean . ok Mean Mean ~of Mean Mean of Mean

3 24 N\ 44 \’\ 58 - §S 45 41 45 41

5 21 \§5\+ 59 59 6 \ 48 46 55 59

3 18 49 | ¥ 57 63\" | 5 65 55 59

5 21 L~ 64 757 67+ 79’

3 21 52 54 49 48

5 2 64+ . 75 58 65

Vestover 3 1 " 58 65 |62 ° 72
- : | 5. 16 68 80 68 8

-Wheaton Woods 788 . 3 10 72 - 62 72

-5 17 /si/ -~ 17 57- 63

Whetstone 3 61 ‘ 54 \ .58

.5 63 73 \64 75

Woodlin - 45 41 ) 42

N 56 61 . 58+ 67

Wyngate 68 80 - |69\ S 82

66 78 . |68 \/ 80

0643s
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SCHOOLS WITH SUBSTANTIAL NONLONCITUDINAL TRENDS Iﬁ
EACH OF THE LAST FOUR YEARS - FIRST QUARTER

-

" 1979-80 - 1980~81  1981-82 ' 1982-83"

0680s

School No. JRCITL|TM[IC] No.|RCITLimM[rBj Nb.]RCJTLITM|TB] No.|TR{ITL|TMTB
" Bannockburn 13/1 11/10 -
Bells Mill 11/ - -\ -
Bethesda 14/18 - -
Farms 11/26 | 14/11 15/14
. Bradley Hills 13/12 - R
. 13/39 s -1 10/44
1 14/11 15/13 e o
. Lold Spring _123/17 ‘117/14 13/15
College Gardens 19/53 33/25 25/22
Connecticut Park 13/14 23/13 -
Cresthaven - - R —
Darnestown 12/32 - -
DuFief 10/23 - 27/16
Fallsmead 16/18 20/11 11/13
Farmland - - 1 - '
. Flower Valley 23/19} . 1 115/13 ’ 12/55]:
: 15/15 23/18 16/13
Mill - . = =
Ro d 13/20 : 16/18 -
Meadow Hall 19/18 17/17 121/15
Olney 21715 - 17/13 15/10
- Page 16/11 - * - + 1 1 -
- “Potomac - 12/25 15/24 10/17 . 18/23
‘Ritchie Park - 22/16] | BN | - 13/12 11/16
Rock Creek Forest. ~ - - 11/11 14/15
rset 17/35 ' ‘1 116/28] - -
Stonegate = = = 10/13] .
Hegtbrook . to711 = = -
tover -l- 12;16 10/10 117 i
" ¥heaton Woods o 123/30 14/19 12/12 - 1
Vyngate 16727 H - 14/14 11/24 .
— 1 1l
~ School nonlongitudinal trend was at least 8 NCE points higher than the county trend
'~ School nonlongitudinal trend was at least 8 NCE points lower than the county trend
No.~ Numder Tested, Grade 3/Grade 5 RC - Reading Comprehension
TL -~ Total Language TR ~ Total Reading '
. C = Composite T™ - Total Math
TB -~ Total Battery



mn.x 31 (Continued) )
SCHOOLS WITH SUBSTANTIAL NONLONGITUDINAL TRENDS IN
. mormusrmmns-smmnqumm ’
o 1979-80 1980-81 1981-82  1982-83
School . | Bo: [repLimMic) “Mo. RC JTL{TM[TB| No. [RC|TL[T™|TB| No. [TR{TL |TM |TB
y .
Ashburton ‘ 11/23 - : 13 2
6 ‘ 11711 16 p
Candlewood 19/21 22/15 118151 |- 23729
Cashell 16/15 - ~ 1 Tii/2s 1972
se T 35/31 18/29 -1 [16/26 - 9/31
Dismond ' 1/23] 23/23 26/131- 16/23
Fox Chapel - 32/23} 23/18 21/28 _ 20/331
Galvay - ol = = =
Georgetown Hill 187421
Sermantown . 21/32 19
Jackson Road -  {37/29 6/2
‘Laytonaville 41/40 : 16/22
JLuxmanor =N - - -
‘Rock Creek Valley —_ 128]17 : 18 : 1271 58761
Rock View 15/15}) 18/15 . 10/11 16736
Rocking Horse Rd 25/1 17/12 25714 ‘
Rolling Terrace : - 1 ] - - 15/25
South Lake , 5873 36/31 1 129720 29/39]
Stedwick ~126/37] ‘ 28/33 13/36 25721
“Strathmore 18/2 ‘ "120/23 24/12 23/15
Travilah - - ]16/131 : -
Jiers Mil1l - 20/2 : 15/12 10/11 -
Wayside — {20/1 16714 10/10] "

. ~ School nonlongitudinal trend‘wns at least 8 NCE points higher than the county trend
= School nonlongitudinal trend was at least 8 NCE points lower t,’ha:n ‘the. comty trend

No.- Number Tested, Grade 3/Grade 5 RC - Reading Conprehension . .
TL - Total Language : B TR - Total Reading "
C - Composite ' T - Total Math
TB - Total Battery
~»
06808
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TABLE 11 (Continued) . : e

SCROOLS WITH SUBSTANTIAL NONLONGITUDINAL TRENDS IN
. . ’ BACH OF THE LAST FOUR YEARS - THIRD QUARTER
. 1979-80 . 1980-81 ' 1981-82 1982-83
School lgcl'rt.[mlcl No. [Re]TL{T™ [rB] No.]RC|TLI™M|rB| No. jTRfTL]TM|TS
B ven . 19/12 23 ~ . 10/13*
“Cannon Road — 11/21 1 /19 = 1 - |
Cedar Grove 24/13 - - ' - o
Damascus . 16/23 14/16 -~ 20/15
- Fairland L 17/28 -119/25 15/27 . j16/281
Gaithersburg ' 57/21 5/42 40/32 * 6/25
arrett Park - - L1 1 3/ 12
rglan Forest . 13723} . ] - . 16/27 - . {18721
len Haven : 17/30 $/20 1 3/3
Mﬁe . l2e/16} 13 12 18/40.
land View , 19]19 1/37 - 1 - {11/4
Miggton—?arkvood - H3/17 - 112/22%. 20/27
: lO[]ll 15 . 12710 B -
ﬁiﬁ Creek T qvue 227381 - 7 12/1 19731
Oakland Terrace 22/11 S/151 - 11271 15737
Pine Crest 25/30 8/22 s 118717 19
Poolasville 30/22 12 20/11 0/13
Seven Locks 114717 - . - -
Summit Hall 25722 4/23 . 34/18 | ' 17714
Watkinas Mi11 34/40 1 9 - 0/21 18/21
Whetstone 14/29 6735 ’ 4733 29726
Wood Acres 18/21 : 8/17 S/12 -
Woodfield - . - ] - -
. 1 ' 3

-

- School nonlongitudinal trend was at least 8 NCE points higher than the county trend
- School nonlong:l.tnd:lul trend was at least 8 NCE points lmr than the county trend

No.~ Number Tested. Grade 3/Crade 5 RC ~ Reading Comprehension
TL - Total Language p TR ~ Total Reading .
C - Composite : k TM - Total Math
TB - Total Battery

t ' L ] i .

06808 ‘ T ~
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TABLE 11 (Continued)

SCHOOLS WITH SUBSTANTIAL NONLONGITUDINAL TRENDS IN
EACH OF THE LAST FOUR YEARS - FOURTH QUARTER

_ ' : 1979-80 1980-81 - 1981-82 1982-83
~ ' School No. [RC {TL}T™ No. |RCITLITM|TB} No. IRCrLirM[rB| No. ITRITL IM{TB
Barnsley - 11/36 12/31 15719
Beall 6/13 12/1% 6/70
ni/13 - 15/2
13/17 13/31
53/7 3 Y
: 3 0/18
Forest Knolls - 11/16 - 1. 11731
- Harmony Hills 35/22 29/24 19 - 23/19
" Highland 25/30 41/22 29/21 25/26
Maryvale 28/18 13/10 4/10 15/14
cacy - - L= -
Oak View 20/16 11/50 4/52 15/23
_Rosempnt - 13/20 15/15 13/12
_Sherwood 25]25 20/21 10/18 -
Twinbrook 25/12 3/17 24/19 29/35
Grove 48/30 26/16 - 24/21
Weller Road 125727 16/29 25/13 21/2%
Wood1lin - - - 3/12

. ' No.- Number Tested, Grade 3/Grade 5

TL - Total Language
C - Composite

RC - Reading Comprehension
TR ~ Total Reading
TM - Total Math

0680s

™

TB —~ Total Battery

.93

137

. - , 4 '
- School nonlongitudinal trend was at least 8 NCE points higher than tHe county trend.
~ School nonlongitudinal trend was at least 8 NCE points lower than the county trend.

4




. o .

‘; Percentage of Stuﬂenté Tested

As 1indicated in the section dealing with " countywide racial/ethmic group
results, some students can be exempted from testing if the testing would
result in invalid secores. In that section the ESOL exemption criteria veré
cited. Another group that can be exempted are handicapped students receiving
or recommended to receive special education services. If a school has a ldrge
group of students who qualify for exesption, the school data reporte n
previous sections may not present a totally accurate picture of the overall
achiévement level in the school. : _

Table 12 presents 1hfornat1an that can be used” to determine the extent of
exemptions in each school. Shown in that table are the official September 30

enrollment, the number of students who took all subtests and the perceﬁtage- of . '

the official enroliment who took all subtests. .
A few precautions should, be kept in mind when reviewing these data. The
enrollment figures were computed about 3 weeks before testing began. Thus, it
may not represent the exact enrollment at the time of testing.* This is why
some achools have more then 100 percent tested. This difference. in dates
could also mean that achools which are shown with slightly less than 100
percent tested did test all students who were in school at testing time. , Also
note that to be counted as taking the test a student had to take all °
subtests. In a few cases students took some subtests but were unable to
complete the entire battery. Schools where this represented at leagt 10
percent of the students were Kemp Mill in Grade 3, Harmony Aills 4in Grade 5,

'and Wheaton and Seneca V{lley in Grade 11. ‘ '

06795




TABLE 12

NUMBER AND PERRCENTAGE OF STUDENTS WHO TOOK THE
ENTIRE CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS, FALL 1982«

BY SCHOOL
Grade 3
— e f..
Number Taking Percentage of
. Entire Test 9/30/83 Enrollment
Septamber 30, 1982 Betwaen 10/18/83 Taking
School Enrollment and 11/19/83 Entire Tast
Ashburton 56 39 70%*
Bannockburn 48. 45 94 ¢
Barnsley 61 58 95
Beall 88 ' 84 .95
Bells Mill . 30 30 100
Belmont ' 45 ' 44 98
Bel Pre 46 b4 , 96
Betheada o 64 58 91
Beverly Farms ' 59 60 _ 101
Bradley Hills 47 _ 46 98
Broad Acres 36 34 94
Brookhaveén 34 34 100
Brown Station 82 : 83 101
Burning Tree 49 43 88
Burtogsville 19 17 89
Candlewood 47 47 100
Cannon Road ‘ 50 48 96
Carderock Springs 26 ' 25 . 96
Cashell 7 52 ‘51 98
» Cedar Grove 39 39 100
Chevy Chase 77 70 91
Clarksburg 48 1 48 100
Cloverly 50 48 96
Cold Spring 47 47 100
College Gardens 52 49 94
Connecticut Park 28 26 93
Cresthaven 49 4% 94
Damascus ‘ 58 56 97
Darnestown 49 £0 102
Diamond 79° 7 97
DuFief 70 70 100
E. Silver Spring 55 56 102
Fairland 67 66 99
Fallsmead 45 ‘ 41 91
Farmland _ 77 67 87
Fields Road 56 50 89
Flower Valley 45 46 * 102
Forest Knolls 33 30 91
Fox Chapel 84 81 . 96
N el
*School has large ESOL ana7or spaecia} education population in Grade 3. ~
- 95
06805 i 1 39
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-.." ’ ' ' y ’ TABLB 12 (continued)

NUHBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS WHO TOOK.THE
ENTIRE CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS, FALL 1982

) ' N . . BY SCHOOL ‘
Grade‘S b
Number Taking ‘Percentage of -
, . Extire Test 9/30/83 Enrollment
. y Septenber 30, 1982 Between 10/18/83 ‘Taking
. - -Schoq} ) : Enrollment and 11/19/83 ~ Entire Test
B ) o : 4 S :
Gaithersburg . 64 : 62 9
Galway . ' 37 37 o ;100
Garrett Park ‘ . 50 . 141 ' . 82
Georgetown Hill 40° - , 36 W90
Georgian Forest - 37 - 32 86
Germantown 72 -1 199
Glen Haven : 41 ‘ 40 98 ,
Glenallan : - 50 ' © 49 .~ 98 7>
Greenwood ‘98 . . 96 98
Harmony Hills 48 46 - 96 - -
Highland . 61 - : 60 98
Highland View 48 42 » 88
Jckson Road [ so Y oo 94
Kemp Mill ' ? 63 53 84* -
Kensington—Parkwnod 38 - 36 - .95
Lake Normandy . j k1. . 36 ' 95
Lakewood 46 . . 44 96
Laytonsville , 68 . 67 99 ‘
. Luxmanor SETEETESNTEY ¥ SN BTN XSS * . WO
Maryvale - | 2 30 28 ) 93
Meadow Hall , 51 - 47 92
Mill Creek Towne ' 91 S 88 97
Monocacy 21 o 21 * : 100
New Hampshire Estates 37 : "33 89
Oak View 58 . - 52- .90
- Oakland Terrace ‘ 67 66 . ‘ 99
Winey ‘ 53 o 52 ‘ + 98
- William T. Page - 63 61 97
Pine Crest 66 S . 55 83%
Poolesville 95 . 95 - 100
Potomac. 39 35 o % .
Ritchie Park 1,‘ - %6 74 97
Rock Cres=k Porest : 43 ‘ 43 100
Rock Creek Valley:, 33 4 ‘33 _ 100
Rock View ; 58 - _ 56 97
. Rocking Horse Rd . - .25 24 o . 96
Rofling Terrace 58 . 51 ° 88 -

t i

Rosemary Hills 59 | _ B Y S 80*

e

. . . . '

. *School has large ESOL and/or specialﬂeducation'populatioh in Grade 3. At
Kemp Mill 14 percent more of the students took part of the test. Y

% o F

» .
-
-
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| TABLE 12 (continued)’

NUMBER AlD PE!CENTAGE OF STUDENTS HBO TOOK THE
ENTIRE CALIFDRNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS, PALL 1982 : (

i

- BY SCHOOL
Grade 3
Number Taking. Percenflage of |, ,
) ‘ Entire Test 9/30/83 Bhrollment
September 30, 1982 Between 10/18/83 - ing .
School Enrollment . and 11/19/83 Entire Test
Rosemont 36 ° 32 89
Seven Locks ! 23 20 87
Sherwood 49’ 49 100
Somerset 31 30 97 .
- South Lake 71 72 ‘101 i

Stedwick 93 92 99 ;
Stonegate - 41 41 100
Strathmore 33 35 106
Summit Hall T 47 47 s 100
Takoma Park 98 94 96
Travilah 54 53 98
Twinbrook 102 101 99
Viers Mill 46 46 100
Washington Grove 81 72
Watkins Mill 62 57 (3
Wayside 52 52 ~ 100
Weller Road 67 64 96
Westbrook 38 36 95

.. Westover ¢ 48 42 - 88
Wheaton Woods o 5§ 850 93
Whetstone B2 81 99
Wood Acres 65 59 91
Woodfield 54 53 98
Wood1lin 50 35 70%
Wyngate 87 81 93 . \
‘= - —— \

A -

#School has iargg ESOL-and/or special education population@in Grade 3.

4
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.. ¢ e ~TABLE 12 (contimmed)...-.
NUMBER Am,pncmmz OF STUDENTS WHO TOOK THE
'ENTIRE CALIFORNIA ACBIEVEMENT TESTS, FALL 1982

/ BY SCHOOL
&
‘ - Grade 5
| ' . Number Taking Percentage of
. ! Entire Test . 9/30/83 Enrollment
g September 30, 1982 Betweed 10/18/83 Taking
School Enrollment and 11/19/83 ‘ Entire Test
Ashburton ‘ 68 o 85
‘Bannockburn 48 - aS | 94
Barnsley - 78 75 T 96
Beall ' , . ' 92 - - 91 99
Bells Mill _ 37 : 34 92
Belmont ' 39 - 38 ' 97
Bel Pre . 63 : 61 97
Bethesda . 54 51 94
Beverly Farms 42 41 98
- Bradley Hills ' 47 - 37 ‘ - 79
Broad Acres ' 50 44 88.
Brookhaven 63 60 ' 95
Brown Station . 101 99 . 98
Burning Tree ' 86 82 95
. Burtonsville - : 31 29 ¢ . 94
| Candlewood - . 71 .68 - 96
' Cannon Road : 42 . 43 102
Carderock Springs 37 ' 36 _ 97
Cashell ' 75 75 100 ¢
... Cedar-Grove - . L. .. 35 . 34 97
- Chevy Chase ' - 82 73 89
Clarksburg ' 57 v 52 . 91
Cloverly - 6L 62 , 102 .
Cold Spring | 50 . Y 9% '
College Gardens 73 68 93
Connecticut Park - 31 ' 32 103
Cresthaven ' | "~ 55 . 51 93
Damascus - 4 71 .71 . 100
Darnestown 69 . . 68 99
Diamond (\ | 96 gs 99
DuFief. ' 71 ' 3 ¢ 103
Fairland : . 62 - 64 ' 103
Fallsmead oo , 48 49 ' 102.
Farmland - 74. 66 ‘ 89
| Fields Road : . 58 : 48 .- 83
e L Flover Valley - . - . - - 56 .. ... .59 S .. 105
.+ Porest Knolls ' 41 : 39 . 95
¥*  Pox Chapel .« 81 ‘ : 83 , 102
... 98

e

142




R T T e N ol N RTE g T T PR I A |
t . . ¢ N R AN

- ,{_-\‘_ SR [.\. LA A N M. Rl

) A . A r "
: _,_.,,m...un- oo e < 4

-TABLE 12 (continued)

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS WHO TOOK THE (
ENTIRE CALIFORﬁIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS FALL 1982
BY SCHOOL
I
Grade 5
-
Number Taking - = Percentage of
: Entire Test .  9/30/8¥ Enrollment
. . September 30, 1982 Between 10/18/83 .Taking

School . o Enrollment and 11/19/83 Entire Test
~ Gaithersburg . 70 - 65 93
Galway . k.3 _ 35 .92
~ Garrett Park : . 45 45 - 100
_Georgetown Hill . 54 - 52 96
. Georgian Forest - 52 . 49 9
. Germantown : . 64 64 - 100

" Glen Haven b / 64 . o 62 87 »
Glenallan 74 69 ' 93
Greenwood r 82 - 82% 100

Harmony Hills 52 _ 38 73%%
Highland _ .72 69 . 9

Highland View _ . 66 .64 . . - = 97
Jackson Road N T & SRR L 62 _ 87
Kemp Mi11 713 65 : 90
g Kensington-Parkwood : 50 49 98
Lake Normandy 38 - 57 98
Lakewood 42 41 - 98
Laytonsville : 74 73 ” 99
Luxmanor . _ 47 46 98
- Maryvale 8 45 94
Meadow Hall 52 ‘ _ 47 L 90

Mill Creek Towne _ 104 105 101

~  Momocacy : ’ ' 30 32 : 107
. Oak View _ 43 - 35 ) 81
: Oakland Terrace 81 80 99

Olney 52 * 51 8

William T. Page - 55 53 °

Pine Crest A 56 48 86
: 142 132 ' 93

Piney Branch

Poolesville 74 72 o 97
Potomac ' 73 70 96
[Ritchie Park - 80 79 99
Rock Creek Forest 36 35 97
* 'Rock Creek Valley 47 . 47 _ . 100 '
' Rock View SRR - } S 1. S . 80 . . S

*Ten of these students were not included in the results for Greenwood because

their answer sheets were lost. - They were later retested using the other form

of the test. Since they took a different test form at a diffferent time of the
© year, their scores could not ba included.

**Another 15 percent took part of the test,
99

0680S % . , . | o
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o | © TABLE 12 (continued)
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS WHO TOOK THE
ENTIRE CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS, FALL 1982

BY SCHOOL : .
: Grade 5 (
Number Taking . Percentage of
- Entire Test 9/30/83 Enrollment
September 30, 1982 Between 10/18/83 Taking
School - Enrollment and 11/19/83 Entire Test
Rocking Horse Rd | 36 37 103
Rolling Terrace 44 37 . 84
" Rosemary Hills . " 65 : 59 - 91
Rosemont : 30 .27 . 90
Seven Locks _ 8 36 .95
Ysherwood 62 | 62 100
Somerset - 45 41 9
South Lake 74 ' - 72. 97
Stedwick 88 ' - 84 . 95
Stonegate ' 43 . 45 105
Strathmore 5 30 . .~ 86
Summit Hall : 50 46 92
Travilah o , 46 43 ' 93
Twinbrook . : 88 82 . 93
Viers Mill 52 47 90

Washington Grove - 83 . 61 97

Watkins Mill 55 ' 56 . 102 -
Wayside 57 56 98
Weller Road ' ' 76 69 91
Westbrook : 34 : 33 P . 97
Westover . 57 55 . 96
Wheaton Woods 72 66 - 92
Whetstone 82 , ‘ 76 | 93
. Wood Acres 8 - 72 ' 92
Woodfield ' 60 63 105

Woodlin ‘ ‘ 46 , 32 . 70%
Wyngate 67 62 93

P &

r

*School has a large ESOL and special education program in Grade 5.

“:.* ' S . - ’
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TABLE 12 (continued)

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS WHO TOOK THE
ENTIRE CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS, PALL 1982

~ . BY SCHOOL
Grade 8 3
Number Taking Percentage of
( Entire Test - 9/30/83 Enrollment
: : September. 30. 1982 Between 10/18/83 Taking
School Enrollment “and 11/19/83 Entire Test

Baker ‘ 286 287 100
- Banneker oo | 289 : 285 ‘ . 99
Belt . 313 298 , 95
Cabin John 252 242 926
Bastern . 194 179 92

: Farquhar A - 354 , 343 97 .
Frost. : 424 420 ‘ 99
Gaithersburg . - - 361 _ . 343 .95
Hoover ’ 288 - 283 98
Key 260 ‘ 245 - 94
King 222 - 215 - 97
Lee . 402 398 ' 99
Montgomery Village 302 285 .94
Parkland 2 - 206 ' 207 100
Poolesville i 114 ‘ 113 - - 99-
Pyle - 479 475 ‘ 99
Redland 1 S, 289 ’ 290 - 100
Ridgeview . - ) 333 - - 328 - 98
Sligo : ' 433 . 408 ' - 94
Takoma Park . . 179 o 148 , 83%
Tilden ' , 457 * 449 ' 98
Julius West ° - 270 ’ 62 ‘ ’ 97
Westland . 375 366 . 98
White Oak ' 297 -297 - 100

Wood : 424 , 42] | 99

. °

#School has a large special educatipn population in Grade 8.
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NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS WHO TOOK THE
ENTIRE CALIFPORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS, FALL 1982

TABLE 12 (continued)

BY SCHOOL .
Grade 11- .
- : ‘1"’: : ‘
. A
.Number Taking Percentage of
. . . Entire Test 9/30/83 Enrollment

- ot September/30, 1982 Between 12/1/83 Taking

School : - Enro}lment . snd 12/21/83 Entire Test
Bethesda-Chevy Chase, A6l | - 3% | 86 ‘

Montgomery Blair _ - /525 . 403 17%

_ Churchill . ' 566" 490 87
Damascus : ' 272 - 247 91
Einstein 1259 o 228 . 88
Gaithergburg . 431 "~ 369 ' 86
Walter Johnson 251 233 93
Kennedy . - 368 327 ' 89
Magruder . oo 210 - _ 90
‘Richard Montgomery : 327 300 , - 92
Northwood . 317 294 C 93
Paint Branch - . 316 296 _ 94
Peary - _ 309 299 T 97
Poolesville " . 103 ' 9 ! 91
Rockville’ S 391 S 340° § 87 -
Seneca Valley .- - 580 . 482 i 83n%
Sherwood | 326 : .27 L 84
Springbrook f;‘ 497 467 § 94

‘ Wheaton ' 329 ' ' 255 § 78%%
Whitman 4846 471 § 97
Woodward Ly 236 \ 220 §
Wootton ’ /f 428 - 385 o 90
- g | - -
*School has a large ESOL population in Grade 11.
. : Y : - .
#*At least 10 percent more of the students took part of the test.
L
.

. 102
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Table Al

)

. NUMBER (N) AND PERCENTAGE (X) OF MCPS STUDENTS SCORING AT OR“ABOVE
| THE NATIONAL NORM AVERAE (SOTH PERCENTILE) ON THE -

- —

- CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS, FALL 1982

104

. Grade a
_ 11 -
S ¢ Nz N T N - 2
TOTAL BATTERY 4117 78 | 4597 80 | 5988 79 | 5339 75
TOTAL READING 4003 76 | 4497 78 | 6034 79 | 5506 74
TOTAL LANGUAGE 4266 81 | 4731 82 | 5945 718 | 5448 . 74
TOTAL MATH 4200 80 | 4579 80 | 6162 Bl | 5526 76
05655 -
8 &
N
2 ) Y |
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Table A2 : . ' /
MCPS RESULTS ON THE CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS ' ’ e
~ 1980-1982 L

(Bcores reported are Normal Curve Equivaleng (NCE) means, ' . : ’
Scale Score (S8) means and the Porcentile Rank (Percentile Rank) . .
of tha Scale Scors means.) ‘

T

TOTAL Phonic Structural Reading Resding TOTAL
. _ BATTERY Aaalysis Analysis Vocabulary *  Comprehension READING  ~ Spelling ,
Ro. NCE S8 Per. NCE S8 Per. NCE 85 Per. NCE S8 Per. NCE 58 Par. RCE S8 Per. NCE 8§ Per.

Grade/Year Tested Moan Msan Rank Mean Meen Rank ‘Mean Mean Rank Mean Measn Rank Mean Mean Rank MNeon Mesp Rank Mean Mesn Rank

. ' v

3 - 1982 3247. 61 408 .- 81 57 404 65 63 Als w 62 41% - 12 63 435 12 63 414 74 61 438 70
1981 5197 -6% 405 79 57 403 &4 62 413 73 62 419 - 72 62 413 71 62 411 12 60 438 |, 69
1980 5616 64 403 77 56 401 63 61 410 n 61 417 7 - 81 431 70 61 409 n 60 458 69

5 - 1982 5724 68 495 . 81 - - - - - - LYSPRA J

66 499 76 64 516 5 64, 502 17 61
S 1981 6524 67 493 . @80 - = A - = - 64 499 76 64 SI15 1S 64 502 77 60 538/ 70
1980 7214 . 67 492 79 = - - - = - 6k 499 76 63 S 74 64 502 17 60 337 69 ‘
B-1982 7587 67 600 79 - = - . = = = 6% S 76 65 604 76 65 598 17 59 603 66
1981 723 « 66 599 79 - - - - - - 6% 591 76 65 604 16 65 599 18 58 601 66
1980 7316 65 396 78 - - - - - - 6 588 75 64 601 75 65 596 76 37 598 64
11-- 1982 7162 64 675 16 N - - - 62 69 72 62 66 12 63 669 13 38 /653 63
1981 7350 & 674 7% - - - - = . - 61 667 71 62 66 72 63 668 73 57 | 651 64 ,
1960 7951 83 611 74 - . . - = - 6L 686 71 62 662 11 62 666 72  57. 651 &8
— . : : . i
o - - -
! s ; Language Language TOTAL Math Math Concepts & TOTAL Reference
) Machanics | Expression LANCUAGR Computation Applications MATH " gkills

- Ro. RCE S8 Per, NCE S5 Per. NCE S§§  Per. KCE S8  Per. NCE ' §8  Per. NCE- S§§ Par. NCE S8 . Per.
Grade/Yeay _Tested Mean Mean Rank HBoan Mesan Bank Mesan Mean Rank _Mean Mean Rank  Medn Mean Rsnk  Mean Mean Rank  Memn Mean Rank

“

3 - 1982 5247 69 491 81 63 468 74 68 4713 82 66 368 719 65 421 77 67 39 80 - - -
‘ 1981 5197 87 488 80 62 466 713 66 470 81 65 385 17 63 417 74 65 1393 11 - S Lo
1980, 5616 66 485 78 62 . 464 72 , 65 4A61T 79 63 361 74 63 417 74 6 391 76 - - - ,

5 - 1982 5724 61 557 80 87 547 82 69 548 83 83 473 76 87 498 80 . 67 484 % 67 53l 80
1981 6526 = 61 554 79 §6 544 80 68 546 82 64 470 74 66 493 78 66 481 77 & 530 79 . ’
1980 7214 . &8 353 78 66 542 80 68 344 81 62 467 72 66 493 18 65 480 % 85 57 78 s

8-1982 7587 66 621 78 63 599 15 65 609 78 64 606 76 68 603 81 67 603 19 65 399 Ne .
198} - 72% 6% 6200 78 63 599 5 65 609 78 64 605 75 67 600 80  66- 601 F9 63 . 398 z e e
198¢ 71314 ‘6% 620 78 63 598 74 65 608 78 61 595 . 12 67. %99 19 65 S86. 76 %4 595

11 ~ 1982 7142 62 660 72 62 6862 72 63 667 73 61 662 70" 64 . 674 14 61 671 74 62 6{ 72
1981 7350 62 660 72 62 - 683 72 63 687 13 61 &6l 70 64 673 74 831 &79 L2 82 665 72
1580 7951° &l , 658 70 61 660 - 71 62 683 72 &0 638 69 63 en 73 62 667 12 62 665 72

05658




“Table A3

“ai%i G b
RSt 2N T~

PERCENTAGE OF STUDRNT SCORES THAT MAY HAVE BEEN
INFLUENCED BY THE CEILING EFFECT* ON THE
'CALIFORNIA ACHTEVEMENT TEST, FALL 1982

" : . _________ Grade

. . . 3 5 ) 11
\ TOTAL BATTERY  a Cak : Ak ke
Phonic Analysis’ 33 ) - - ’ -
Structural Analysis 54 ' - i - -
Reading Vocabulary 57 .27 16 25
Reading Comprehension 40 16 %k _ 19
TOTAL READING 15 12 - L 15
Spelling 27 20 | 11 | 12
Language Mechanics - 38 ' 18 23 < 23
Language Expression 40 .27 12 19
TOTAL LANGUAGE 25 *k L L]
Math Computation *k ' 2 19 . 23

Math Concepts o ' ' .
and Applications 10 s Rk 22
TOTAL MATH . A kk Ak 16
Reference Skills - - 49 31 C 45

. -

- *Students scoring within I Standard Error of Measurement of the maximum '
score. This 1s a reasonable range for possible score change due to
careless error. These could be students who may have failed to achieve
the maximum score because of careless errors.

**There 1s no ceiling effect for these subtests and totals because it 1is
possible to score at the 99th percentile even if the student is 1
Standard Error of Hgaéurement below the maximum score. o ‘

05658
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Table M ¢
. CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS RESULTS ’
‘ POR NCPS ASIAN STUDENTS
1980~ 1982
v v ————r A -
TOTAL « Phonic Structural Reading Reading TOTAL
BATTERY Analysis Analysis Vocabulary Comprehension REANING Spelling
Bo. . KCE Per. NCE  Per. NCE Per, NE Per. NCE Per, ®CE Per. NCE Per.
Grade/Year Tasted Mean  Rank Meon Rank Masn. _ Rank Mean  Rank - Hean _ Rank Mean  Rank ‘Mean Rank
3-1982 423 73 86 59 67 66 78 . . 6l 70 &1 * 70 64 75 69 82
1981 368 73 8 60 68 66 78 62 72 62 72 65 76 68 80
1980 320 n . 84 60 68 63 76 63 73 63 73 &5 16 68 80
.5 - 1982 448 72 83 - - -8B - 62 n 6 15 64 7% 6 78
1981 459 74 87 - - - - 64 1 &6 78 66 8 67 79
1980 358 73 86 - - - - 66 18 ; 64 75 63 76 67 79
8 ~ 1982 * 505 10 83 - - - - 60 68 63 13 62 72 63 13
1981 a7 n 83 - - - - 64 75 66 8 66 18 43 76
1980 359 ~13 86 - - - - 65 76 67 79 - 67 79 65 76 .
11 - 1982 388 67 9 - - - - 57 63 59 62 %9 67 81 70 .
1981 353 &6 78 - - ' - - 57 63 59 67 58 65 61 10
1980 338 66 78 - - - - 58 65 59 67 v 59 67 63 73
— Language Language TOTAL Math Math Concepts & TOTAL . Reference
o Mechanics Rxpression LANCUAGE Computation Applications MATR Skille
~ Ro. KCB Per. ‘NCE Per. NCE Per. NCR Par. SCE Per. NCE Par. RCE Per.
Crade/Year' Tested. HNoan Rank Mean Rank Meoan Rank ¥ean Rank Xean _ Rank Ksan ° Rank Hean Rank
3~ 19§z- 423 73 86 63 73 70 83 77 90 6 82 75 88 - -
1931 368 73 86 82 12+ 69 82 77 0 - 69 82 75 88 - .-
1980 320 72 85 &4 75 70 83 73 86 - 68 80 -, 85 - -
/ S - 1982 448 73 86 67 79 71 84 76 8% 72 85 76 89 70 83
1981 459 73 86 69 82 T 73 86 75 88 73 86 76 89 12 8%
1980 358 13 86 67 19 71 84 74 87 72 85 75 88 1 84 ,
8 ~ 15982 505 68 8o 61 70 65 76 76 - a9 .14 . 87 76 89 67 79
. 1981 387 68 80 64 75 67 79 76 89 74 87 . 76 89 69 82
1980 359 72 85 66 78 70 83 75 88 75 88 . 18 89 &70 83
1l - 1982 388 66 75 60 68 62 27 72 85 .oon 85 73 86 63 73
1981 383 64 75 60 68 LX) 73 ’ 71 84 12 84 72 3 61 270
1980 338 & 3 5 . & $2 72 70 83 n 84 72 85 63 - 73
Lo : . . .
o e
* . “
03838 .
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Table AS

. i : . . . -
I ' CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS RESULTS .
) . .FOR MCPS BLACKX STUDENTS
- 1980-1982 e,
. TOTAL Phonic Structural Reading Reading TOTAL .
BATTERY . Analysis . Analysis ‘  Vocabulary Couprehsnsion READING -Spelling ,
) . o, BCE Per, NCE Per. / NCE Per. . NCE Per. e Per, NCE  Per. NCE Per. o
Crade/Year Tasted Nean Rank Mean . Rank Maan Rank Mean Rank Nean Rank - Mean Rank __Megn Rank
3-1982 646 52 sé 48 a6 sa 8 49 48 53 - 36 1 52 53 . s6
1981 688 51 52 48 46 53 56 50 50 L3 52 50 50 53 56 )
1580 140 49 A8 &6 $2 50 50 . &7 44 49 _“ 47 &4 52 54 ‘
St ’ N
5 - 1982 762 .53 56 - - - - 52 54 .51 52 . 52 -S4 . 53 56, N
. 1981 - 820 53¢ 56 - -~ - - L% 56 52 54 “52° s8¢ 53 * 568
1980 856 51 52 - - - . 81 | 52 50, 30 51 . 52 51 32
8 - 1982 928 51 . 2 - - - - 49 48 52 56 51 52 ) 52 54
1981 872 50 50 ~ - - - 49 48 51 52 50+ ' 50 31 52
1980 828 50 50 - -, - . - 49 48 L7 52 D> 50 50 S0 50
| . ¢ . N N
"  11-1982 788 A1 &4 - - - - 61 &k s a2 & . TR
1981 758 47 44 v- - - - 47 44 47 , M 47 &4 ) 46
1980 784 A4 39 - - S - - &4 -39 44 3 42 37 47 44
: ‘ N . -
— Language TOTAL Nath Marh Concepts & TOTAL © Raference
o Nechanice Expression _ LARGUAGE Computation Applications MNATHR Skills
] No. NCR Par. NCR Per. NCE Per., NCE Per. NCE Per, NCE Per, KCE Per.
CGrade/Year Teated Mean . Rank Mean __ Renk Maan Rank . Mean Rank Mean Rank Maan __ Rank Neoan Rank.
3- 1982 646 ‘56 61 53 56 5 59 53 %6 17w 53 s - -
- 1981 688 56 61 52 54 54 58 51 52 50 50 51 32 - - B
1980 740 33 36 50 50 52 . 54 ) A8 46 49 48 - 49 48 - - :
. . - | IS
5 - 1982 762 55 59 54 58 53 T 59 53 56 51 ‘s2 32 34 56 61
1981 820 54 58 - 54 58 55. 59 53 56 51 LY 42 54 55 59
1980 856 52\ 54 5 52 52 54 ¢ - S50 50 50 50 50 53 56
8- 1982 928 52 s4 50 50 51 52 52 sS4 53 56 52 5 83 56
1981 872 52 54 50 . .50 51 52 51 52 . 52 sS4 51 52 53 56
1380 828 5i 52 - 5@ - 50 - 50 50 ... .30 .. S50 - 52 . 54 s . s . ¥ 54 L
1 - 1982 788 47 8 47 44 &7 M - 4B 46 48 46 43 s s0 50 .
1981 758 47 &4 &7 A4 47 &4 47 44 . 48 46 - &7 §47 49 48 +
1980 784 45 41 43 41 “ 3» : 45 a1 43 41 45 41 48 - 48
03655 . . - . .
“. , . [
hund .- . B :
d 1 d J <
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| v ' . | TablegAS .
- ' ' CALIPORNIA ACHI "TESTS RESULTS
) : . . FOR MCPS HISPANIC STUNENTS :
19801982
TOTAL - - Phonte Structural Reading Reading TOTAL
BATTERY Analysis Analysis Vocabulary Comprehension READINC Spalling
No. NCE Per. RCE Par. RCE Per. BCE Per. NCE Par. RCE Per. Y XCE Per.
Grade/Year Tested Nean Rank Mean __ Rank Mean _ Rank Mean  Rank Mean Rank = Meam  Rank Nean Rank
. - » .
3 - 1982 219 56 61 49 48 54 58 51 52 1 58 52 54 53 56
. 1981 181 . 58 6 52 5% 57 63 54 58 . 56 " 61 56 61 53 56
1980 168. 5?7 6 52 54 57 63 54 58 " 84 - 58 5 59 . 53 %6
: 5 - 1982 223 s} 63 - - - - 53 56 54 8 56 - S8 - 54 58
1981 236 58 65 - - - - 55 59 56 81 56 61 53 56
1980 216 s1° 70 - - - - 58 - 65 59 67 58 1 T 56. 61 4
. : . . -
8-1982 260 : 61 - - - - 54 5§ - 55 39 5 59 50 50 x
1981 243 59 67 - - .- - 57 63 57 - 63 58 65 52 . s
1980 234 59 67 - ~ - - 57 63 59 67 59 6 52 (7
' ' %
11 - 1982 236 54 58 - - - - 53 56 53 56 53 56 - 81 52
1981 248 56 61 - - - - 58 59 53 56 55 59 .53 56 :
1980 - - 263 . 53 59 - - - - 55 59 53 56 54 58 52 54
o . Language Language TOTAL " Matn Math Concepts & TOTAL Referrnce i
AN 8 « MNechanics Exprassion LANGUACE Computation Applicstions MATH Skills
No. - NC8 Per. NCE Par. NCE Par. NCE Par. CE Per. BCE Par. ECE . Per.
Orade/Year _ Tested Meoan Rank ._Mean  Rank Mass __Rank Nean  Rank Y ) Rank Nean Rank Rean Rank
3-1982 219 60 68 53 %6 57 63 9 67 55 59 58 63 - -
1981 181 62 72 56 61 60 68 59 67. 56 61 8 68 - -
1980 165 61 70 - 36 61 59 7 58 6 1] 9 57 6 - -
S - 1982 223 9 &7 s6 61 58 65 59 67 57 63 59 . 67 .-60 68 ' ,
1981 236 60 68 57 63 - 59 67 s8 (1] s8 6 59 &7 60 (]
- 1980 216 62 - 72 60 68 62 72 60 68 62 72 62 72 62 72
8 - 1982 260 s7 63 8§ . 58 B 59 58 65 58 65 59 67 57 63
1981 243 59 67 58 65 59 & 59 67 60 6 60 6 -89 67
1980 234 60 68 58 65 .'79 67 87 63 [ 68 59 67 59 67
! N - . - _.f . . . _. . . e = T S T S )
11 - 1982 23 3 36 ' 53 6 s3 56 54 58 . .56 61 35 59 4 58 .
- 1981 248 ° 56 61 - 5k 58 ;) %6 el 55 59 58 ‘6% 57 63 59
1980 263 53 56 - 52 54 ;83 56 55 5% . %8 € 56 1 56 58
. » ) . ’ A . ) L . ) . .
) ' . \ \_ { '
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- Tab1e A7
‘CALIFORNIA AC!!I“WT TESTS RESULYS
. FOR MCPS WHITE STUDENTS
1980-1982
TOTAL . Phonic Scructural Reading Reading TQTAL
. BATTERY Analysis Analysis . Vocabulary * Conprehsnsion’ READING Spalling
: No. NCE Per. NCE Per. NCE Per. NCE Per. NCE Per. XCE ~  Per. NCE Per.
Crade/Year Tested _ Mean ~ Rank __ Moan  Rank Megn  Rank . Mesn Rank_ [ Mean _ Rank Mesn _ Renk Mesn __Rank
3 -~ 1982 3948 69 a2 59 67 o 63 76 65 76 - 65 76 66 18 62 72
q 1981 13955 8 80 58 63 64 75 64 75 64 75, 65 76 . 61, 70
1980 4388 79 58 > 63 73 64 75 63 73 64 75 61 70
5 - 1982 ‘6288 - 84 - - - - 67 79 . 66 78 67 79 63 73
1981 4999 89 82 - - - - 66 78 66 78 67 79 61 70
1980 5175 &9 82 - - - - 66 78 &5 76 66 78 61 70
8 - 1982 ~ 5878 69 82, - - - - 67 79 67 79 68 80 60 68
1981 5710 69 82 - - - \ - 67 79 67 791 68 80 59 67
198‘0 5878 67 79 - - - - 66 78 . 66 78 & 7% 58 65
11 - 1982 5713 » 66 18 - - - - 65 76 65 76 66 18 59 67
: 1981 5981 66 78 - - - - 84 75 64 713 65 - 76 58 63
1980 6552\ 65 16 - - - - 64 75 84 73 65 7? 59 67
i : ‘ ;
Langusge |  Language TOTAL Math Math Concepts & , totaL / Reference
Mechanics Exprassion LANCUAGE Couputation Applications MATH Skills
o No. NCE Per, RCE Per. NCE Per. RCE Par. . NCE Par. NCE Per. RCE Peor.
Crade/Year Tested Mean Rank Mean Rank Maan Rank Mean Rank Mesn Rank - Mean Rank Mean Pank
. Id - . .
3-1982 M8 1 8 6 76 70 83 % s 80 67 79 69 82 - -
! 1981 3955 &9 82 635 . 78 69 82 66 78 &5 76 87 79 - -
1980 ., 4388 . 68 80 64 73 68 80 64 75 65 76 &6 78 - -
S - 1982 -° 4288 69 82 70 83 72 85 66 78 69 a2 69 82 69 82
: . 1981 4999 68 . 80 6% - 82 71 84 1 76 58 80 68 80 68 80
1980 5778 68 80 68 80 10 83 64 15 © 68 80 67 79 67 19
B - 1982\ 5878 . 68 80 66 . 78 68 80 65 | 76 70 83 69 82 67 79
1981 S$710 - 68 80 66 18 68 80 63 76 &9 82 &8 80 66 L
—. . aesed e 67 . 719 $5 16 . 7- 63 73 - 68 80 66 78 5 ..
11 ~ 1982 5713 64 75 64 1] s T &2 1 . 66 78 65 76 65 76
1981 5981 64 75 64 75 85 76 62 72 6s % 65 76 64 75
. 1980 6532 63 ‘73 64 5 X “ 75 &2 1 65 76 64 - 5 - 6h 73
: Y < . .
" .
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TABLE A8

NI S

LONGITUDINAL RESULTS ON THE CALIFORNTAACHIEVEMENT TESTS

FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN GRADE 3 (1980) AND ORADE 5 (1982), BY RACE

T _ASIAN _ _ BLACK  HISPANIC _WHITE  TOTAL _
_GRADE_"NCE__PR ' NCE__PR ~NCE PR NCE PR JFCE TR
TOTAL BAJTERY 3 70 83 51 52 57 63 68 80 66 78
5 77 90 5S4 .58 61 70 71 8 - 69 82
Readirg Vocabulary 3 62 72 49 48 53 56 65 76 . 63 73
' 5 68 80 54 58 S8 65 68 80 66 78
Reading Comprehension 3 62 72 50 50 S& S8 64 75 62 72
B | 5 69 82 . 52. 54 S6 61 67 719 65 76
Total Reading 3 64 75 49 48 54 S8 65 76 63 . 73
: | 5 69 82 53 S6 57 63 65 76 66 78
Spelling "3 68 80 53 56 52 S& 63 73 61 70
‘ 5 70 83 53 56 57 63 63.73 62 72
Language Mechanics 3 73 8 56° 61 60 68 70 83 68 80
5. 76 8 57 63 62 72 70 83 69 82
Language Expression 3 63 73 52 54 56 61 65 76 63 73
; 5. 72 8 55 59 59 67 70 8 68 80
Total Language 3 '70 8, 54 58, 58 65 69 82( 67 79
| ‘ 5 76 89 56 gl° 61 70 - 72 85 70 _ 83
Math Computation 3 72 85 49 48 59 67 66 78 64 75
5 76 89 53 56 61 70 67 79 65 76
Concepts and Applications 3 67 79 5t 52 55 59 66 78 64 75
| 5 75 88 52 54 60 68 70 83 68 80
Tofal Math 3 71 8 50 S50 S8 65 67 . 7% 65 76
‘ 5 77 9 53 S6 .61 70 70 83 .68 80
Number Tested 3&‘~ 3 277 538 123 3558 4498
| 5 277 538 . 123 3558 4498

111
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TABLE A9

ON THE CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS

NONLONGITUDINAL _THE C. '
GRADE 3. (1980) OR GRADE 5 (1982), BY RACE

FOR’STUDENTS TESTED ONLY

—FLACK ~ EISPANIC _WHITE TOTAL _*
NCE PR, NCE_PR_NCE PR _NCE PR

4 39 54 S8 . 61 70 58 65

TOTAL BATTERY '3 :
' 78 62. 72

i

5 51 52 53 56 66
Reading Vocabulary 3 4 35 53 56 59 167 56 61
5 48 46 Naz 4 64 75 58 65
Reading Comprehension 3 45 41 S3. S6 59 67 57 63
. f 5 9 48 51 52 63 73 59 67
Total Reading 3 42 35 5%*“w33 59 67 56 61
5 49 48 & 646 75 58 65
'Spelling '3 69 8 48 46} 52 54 56 61 55 59
5 60 68 51 524 51 52 59 67 57 63
' Language Mechanicip 3 69 82 48 46 . 62 72 62 72 60 68
| 5 67 79" 52 .54 54 58 66 78 63 73
Language Expression 3 66" 78 45 41 54 58 59 67 57 63
| 5 S8 65 'S52 34 52 n54 67 79 61 70
Total Language 3 69 82 46 42 59 67 62 72 59 67 \
' | 5 63 73 52 54 54 58 68 80 63 73
Math Computation 3 78 91 47 A4 54 58 59 67 .57 63
5 76 89 53 56 57 63 63 73 .62 72
Math Concepts and Applications 3 70 83 44 | 39, 52 54 60 68 58 65
- 5 67 79 49 48 53 5 66 78 62 72
Total Math 5 3 76 89 45 41 53 56 61 70 58 65
- 5 73 86 51 52 55 59 65 76 63 73
Number Tested 3 50 198 43 821 1114
. 5 168. 216 98 674 1157
Y
. »




. TABLE A10.

PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS IN EACH RACI#
EACH STANINE OF THE CALIFORNIA

MEB

i Y

ETHNIC ‘GROUP SCORING AT
MENT TESTS TOTAL BATTERY

BLACK.  HISPANIC

WHITE » COUNTY * ~ NORM**

STANINE ASIAN
1 0 1 0 0 0 4
2 - 0 3 2 1 1 7
3 1 10 9 3 4 12
4 7 - 23 .18 8 10 - 17
5 12 19 20 12 13 20 -
6 ' 18 20 22 21 21 17
7 18 10" 14 19 17 ‘12
8 11 6 5 13 12 7
9 31 6 9 23 21 4
NUMBER 423 647 219 3955 5255
4[ GRADE 5
1 - ‘ —
( (SIANINE ASIAN  BLACK HISPANIC WHITE - COUNTY ' RORM**
1 0 1 0 0 " oo 4
2 0’ 4 3 S 1 7
3 2 10 R 2 3 12
4 .5 21 18 7 9 17
5 11 20 20 13 14 20
. 6 18 21 18 19 . 19 17
7 20 10 14 19 18 127
8 17 7 7 16 15 7
9 - 27 5 .10 23 .21 4
~ \-\ : .
NUMBER ‘448 764 223 4300 5738%
. Y .
0009g
[ -. /
h
/ .
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- TABLE Al0 (continued)

*>™ -~

PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS. IN SAGH.RACIAE/ETERIC.GRDUf SCORING AT

A\ . . ; by
. o EACH STANINE OF THE GALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS TOTAL BATTERY. .
i GRADE 8 g -
< T . S r‘_ L a ‘
. . STANINE __ ASIAN _ BLACK _  HISPANIC WHITE ~ COUNTY __ NORMA® =
. 1 =~ 0 3 1 .0 . 1 4
o2 -1 4 4 ‘ 1 1 7
=3 2 0 - 6 - 2 .3 .12 .
4 , 9 . 24 17 o7 10 17 Y
5 15 21 19 N 14 . 15 20 .
6 17A] 7. 19 1Y 17 )
7 18 m 20 ° 19 12
8 12 5 15 19" 7 .
9 26 % . 21 19 4
! . 7 .
" NUMBER - 507" 956 5933 7675% T : .
- : - — - N—
GRADE .11 .
. _STANINE _ ASIAN __ BLACK __ HISPANIC.  VWHITE . COUNTY _NORM™
' 1 | 1 2 R T 1, & ‘/
. 2 2 5 4 1 2 7
3 .S 17 11 3 5 . 12, , "
y 4 12 23 Y 10 11 17
5 16 19 23 14 15 * 20
“ 6 17 15 15 20 19 - 17
7 12 8 . 11 18 16 12
"8 10 3 | 7 12 n .7
9 2 . 3 .r 5 17 15 . &
. S _
NUMBER a1z (79 244 5735 T204% _
*County total does not equal the sum of the four racial/ethaic Ag,x:o'ups shown . . __ _
because it inciudes other small groups. T o o '
I ' : ‘ ' ) » : - € .t . '
P . #agrydents in national sample who were ‘used to develop the test norms. 4 .«

Coa e -



- -

TABLE All

éALIPORRIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS RESULTS
BY RACE FOR 1982 MCPS TESTING AND THE NATIONAL NORM GROUP

scores for the mean raw scores.)

. (Scores reported are the normal curve equivalenf’YNCE)

e

BLACK " HISPARIC QTHER
MCPS NAT'L DIFF| MCPS NAT'L DIFF | MCPS 'NAT'L DIFF
E3 ' T ‘ 9
TOTAL BATTERY 51 29 . 22 53 35 18 66 48 18
TOTAL READING - 48° 29 19 49 34 15 59 .48 11
TOTAL LANGUAGE 52732 . 20 5§ 39 15 67 50 17
Y TOTAL MATH | 53 32 21 57 39 18 68 50 18
GRADE 5 | "L ¢ ; S
TOTAL BATTERY 51 34 17 55 37 18 67 50 17
TOTAL READING |- 50 34 16 | .52 36 . 62 49 13
~ TOTAL AGE ‘53 35 18 54 38 36 68. 50 15
TOTAL 52 34 18 58 38 - 66 50 16
- GRADE 8 : LN |
TOTAL BATTERY - 51" 33 .18 55 39 16 67 51 16
TOTAL READING 51 37 14| 54 42 12 65 54 11
. TOTAL LANGUAGE 49 35 14 53 42 11 64 - 52 12
TOTAL MATH . 52 31 21 59 38 21 67 50 17
[ *
i |
™
| 115
. 06033775 . | :
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Table Al2

| | | _ PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS TESTED

O BY RACTAL/ETHNIC GROUPS CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS
, 1980 TO 1982 | - &-
Asian Black Hispani¢  White = Total*

N 2 N z N 4 N % N 4

‘GRADE 3 198é 423 86 646 93 219 .82 3948 97 5247 95
11981 368 77 688 92 181 ‘68 3955 96 - 5197 93
1980 320 79 740 95 165 66 4388 96 5616 94

CRADE 5 1982 448 86 762 96 223 80 4288 97 5724 - 95
‘ 1981 459 84 B20 95 236 .81 4999 98 6524 96
N 198G 358 81 856 97 216 80 5775 98 7214 ' 97

GRADE 8 1982 505 94 928 97 -260- 88 5878 98 7587 = 97
1981 387 88 872 95 243 80 5710 97 7236 96
1980 359 85 :828 94  234. 81 5878 96 7314 95

GRADE 11 1982 “ 388 75 ]98 86 236 _ 69 5713 90 7142 - 88
' 1981 353 75 758 85 248° 74 5981 89 7350 87
1980 338 79 784 8O 263 72 6552 g 7951 86

TOTAL 1982 1764 85 3124 93 ~ 938 80 19827 195 257000 94
1981 1567 81 3138 92 908 76 20645 95 26305 93

1980 1375 81 3208 92 878 75 22593 94 28095 - 93

‘#The number reported for the-Total-groun_goes not equal the sum of the numbers
for each racial group because no data are reported for American Indians. That
group- is too small to provide reliable data.

> 06034/75




. CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS RESULTS:

Table Al3

FOR MCPS FEMALE STUDENTS

1980-1982
TOTAL Phonic Structural Reading Reading TOTAL B

BATTERY Analysis Analysis ~ Vocabulary Comprehension READING *  Spelling
No. NCE Per. NCE Per. NCE Per. NCE Per. KCE Per. NCE Par. NCE - Per.
Grade/Year Tested Mean- - Rank Maan Rank Mean Rank Mean ° Rank Mean Rank Mean Rank Mean Rank
3 -1982 2611 68 80 59 87 64 75 . 63 73 ° 65 76 65 76 64 75
1981 2579 66 78 S8 65 63 73 62 72 63 73 64 75 63 73
1980  27as 65 - 76 57 63 . ‘%2 7 52 72 63 73 63 ° 1 63 73
5-1982 2860 69 82 2 - - - 64 5 65 76 65 76 63 73
1981 3247 68 80 ‘¢ . - - - 6 . 75 64 15 . 63 76 62 . 12
1980 3555 67 79 - - - T 66 . 75 64 1 64 75 62 T2
8 - 1982 1878 68 80 - - - - 6 .75 6 78 66 78 62  J
1981 3796 6? 79 - - - " - 63 73 66 78 £5 76 61 . 70
1980 3650 67 79 - < - 7 - - 63 73, 65 76 65 76 61 70
it~ 1982 3596 66 78 - - - - 63 73 63 73 64 75 61 70
. 1981 3738 65 76 - - - - 62 72 63° 73 63 3 . 61- 70
1980 4015 64 75 - - - - 61 70 62 7] 2 72 61 70

- Langoage = .. Language TOTAL Math Math Concepts & Reference

oo ) Wechanics - Expression LARCUACE Computation Applications . Skills
~ No. NCE Per. NCE Per. NCE Par. ¥CE Par. w NCE Par. NE - Per. NCE “Pax.
\ Grade/Year . Tested Htgn - Rank Moan Rank o Mean  Rank Mean Rank Noan Rank Mesan Rank .lemﬁ Rank
3 - 1982 2611 71 84 65 76 70 83 66 78 64 5 67 79 - -
: 1981 2579 70 83 64 75 69 . 82 T 64 75 63 73 65 75 - -
19680 2745 69 82 64 75 68 . 89 62 1 62 72 63 73 - ~
S MNe: 260 69 82 69 82 7 84 65 76 6 78 & 1 68 80
. 1981 3247 - 69 82, 69 "+ 82 71 84 . 65 76 65 76 66 78 67 J9
1980 3558 68 80 68 80 .70 83 64 75 65 - 76 o1 76 * 66 78
8 - ivsz 3878 69 82 66 78 69 82 66 78 67 79 67 79 56 8
1981 3796 68 80 66 78 68 . 80 66 78 .78 67 79 . 68 78
1980 3650 69 82 66 78 69 82 64 75 78 66 18 65 76
.. i1 -1982 3596 65 76 6s 76 66 78 62 - - 63 73 63 73 64 7%
‘1981 3738 6S - 76 64 75 66 8 61 7 62 72 62 72 63 73
1980 4015 - 66 75 .63 . 1 63 76 . 60 63 62 72 . 62 72 63 73

' Y
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Table Ald

CALIFORNIA ACBIEVEMENT TESTS RESULTS
FOR MCPS MALE STUDENTS

' 1980-1982
4 ) .
., ‘
TOTAL Phonie Structural Reading Reading "~ TOTAL
BAITERY ~ Analyais . Analysis VYocabulary Comprebension READING Spelling
No, NCE Per. KCE  Per, KCE Per. - NCE Per, &CE Per, RCE Per. RCE Per.
Grade/Year  Tested- Mean _ Rank Mean  Rank Nean _ Rank Mean Moan Rsok Mesn _ Rank Noan Rank
3~ 1982 2636 66 78 56 61 62 77 61 70 61 70 62 7 - 58 65
1981 2618 68 76 56 [} 61 70 - 81 70 60 68 61 70 58 65
1980 2871 63 73 55 59 59 &7 61 70 59 67 60 68 58 65
5~ 1982 2864 67 79 - - - -~ 7 s 76 63 73 64 75 9 67 .
1981 32717 | 66 78 - - - - 65 76 63 73 64 75 59 67
1980 36684 64 73 - - - - 65 'fﬁ &2 72 64 75 59 67
. r
8 - 1982 3709 65 76 : - - . - - 65 76 64 73 65 76 - ) 59
1981 3573 64 75 T - - - 66 78 64 78 66 78 : 35 54
1980 ° 3664 % . 75 - - - - 6 - 15 63 73 . 63 yal 54 58 -
- 4 _ / ‘
11 - 1982 3546 62 12 - - - - 61 70 61 70 62 72 . 54 58 :
. 1981 3612 62 72 - - : - - 61 70 81 70 62 712 53 56 '
1980 3936 82 2 . - - - - 61 70 61 70 82 72 56 - 8
' Language ‘Language TOTAL Math Math Concepts & TOTAL Reference
. ~ Mechanlcs - Expression LARGUAGE Cesputation Applications MATH skills
— No. NCE Per. NCE Per, NCE Per. RCE Per. KCR Per. NCE Per. -~ NCE Per.
2 GradefYear Tested Masn Rank Mean Rank Maan Rank Mean Rank Mean . Rank Mean Rank Mean Rank
1 - 1982 2636 66 8 . 61 70 ’ 85 76 6 o 78 65 76 67 79 -
981 2618 65 76, 61 » 64 73 &5 76 43 73 LI . § 76 - -
1980 2871 64 75 60 ‘68 63 73 63 73 63 -73 }\) 64 75 - -.
5 - 1982 2864 ' 66 78 - -85 76 . 67 ki) 64 75 68 80 ? 67 . 1 : 66 78
1981 32n 64 75 64 <75 66 78 63 73 Y 79 . 68 78 (3 76
1980 3659 64 75 63 73 65 76 61 70 67 79 68 - 76 65 76
8 - 1982 37098 63 73 6 70 62 72 62 72 68 80 ' 66 78 63 13
1981 3573 82 @ 72 -, 70 62 72 62 7 68 80 65 76 63 73
1980 3664 62 72 68 62 72 59 87 67 79 o ) 75 62 12
) 11 ~ 1982 A546 58 63 ., 9 67 59 /87 60 68 1 64 75 &3 73 61 4] .
1981 3612 8 . 63 60 | 68 6 - & 60 68 63 76 é 3 61 10
1980 3936 8 65 39 67 59 &7 60 68 (3] » 76 o 61 70
- \ . ' : '
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The following section provxdes a reference for the technical testing terms
used throughout this port. - The terms are ‘defined; their uses are stated;
and precautions about their. interpretation are provu!ed The terms are listed

in alphabetical order.

a

-’
-—

CRITERION-REFERENCED TEST (CRT)
Definition A

A test based on, spec;flc learnmg obJect:wes (or teachmg ob jectives),
usually within a 'narrow range of subject matter or skills. The tests are
designed to measure the knowledge or skills the student has attained. The
Maryland Functional Reading Test (MFRT) is an example of a CRT.,
4' ) ’ N . - ' ,

" Use : ' /

CRTs provide information about the extent to which the student has.
attained the learning objective(s).. *

Precaution(s)

) &

1. CRTs are often designed so a student can answer all or almost all of .
the questxone correctly or incorrectly depending on the extent to
which the student has attained the skills being measurdd. They are
“not - designed to yield information about different levels of
achievement and, therefore, cannot usually be used to rank students
on specific skills.

2. To be useful measures of specific skills, CRTs must have a sufficient
nuber of questions measuting each particular skill included on the
test. Although what is "suffidient” is not a fixed number, there
should, . in most cgses, be at least five questions which measure a
skill. A test pgrportxng to be a CRT which has fewer than fuae/-s
questxons per skill shouli be viewved th\t\skepncxsm.

' GRADE EQUIVALENT SCORES (GE) S ~ R

Definition. .

. ‘ . - . . : a .
‘The g{ade equivalent of a given raw. secore on any test estimates the grade
level at whith the typical pupil achieves this raw score. The digit(s) to
“the left of the decimal point represent the grade; the digit to the right



-

of the decmal point represents the month w:.thm the gradé ‘according to
the following table: :

Nunber ‘ Month

September
October
November
. " December
' - January
February
i‘ ‘March
‘ April -
May .
June-August .
An example of how a test publisher might derive grade equivalents can be
useful in understanding GE. The emple presented below represents the
best methodology currently in use. : Many tests are nomed with fewer
smples. ,

b B B IV I U LR e )

If the publisher is norming . a fourth grade test, he will test a
representatxve sample 1in Grades 3, 4, and 5. In each grade, the sample, -
or two comparable samples, will be tested in the fall (November) and the
spring (April). Thus, the grade levels being tested as 3.2, 3.7, 4.2,

4,7, 5.2, and 5.7. TOften pdbluhers test only once a year.)

The average raw test score for the-students in each group ‘is computed and

plotted on a graph similar to the one below. The mean scores are .
indicated by "."™ on the graph. All other grade-and-month values are

estimated by interpolation between the means and extrapolation beyond the

means. The GEs beyond the grade range of students in the noming sample

should be regarded as no better than rough estimates.

Figure B1 \
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Use L. . . - ) A (l"ﬂ- '
GEs provide a familiar referent for test scores.

Precautions

1. The grade equivalent score does not indicate the grade levels of
work that a student can perform. 1t simply estjmates the gr
level of the typical student in the norming sample achievs?
given raw score. For example, suppose a fourth grade student has-
a score with a grade equivalent of 5.4 on a fourth gr test.
This does not mean that a fourth grade student can do VMJ
ig done in January in the fifth grade. It simply estimates t
this student did as well dn a fourth grade test as the typical
student in January of the fifth grade. However, remember that if

the norming sample for the |fourth grade test did not include any
fifth grade students, this ¢stimase is very tentative. ¥

cause they are not an equal distance apart at all points. They

developed under an aspumption that learning occurs equally

. during the school year. 1In fact, students tend to learn more at
e different times in the yea®. From a strict statistical point of
view, this lack of equal scdre intervals means that mean GE scores
should not be computed. However, if the GE scores are converted
to Normal Curve Equivalent scores which do have this equal
interval quality, the mean score computed from the converted
scores is gemerally very close to that computed from the GEs,
especially if the grade equivalents represemt a wide range of
‘posgfible scores. ' ‘ 3

2. {de equivalent scores hould not bé added and subtracted,
a

~

3. Thd attempt to build a scale based on the assumption of equal
" ledrning cited in Mumber 2 above results in differential GE gains
fot raw score changes. What occurs is that a one raw score point
chdnge may cause a one-month change: in GE at one place in the norm
table and a five-month gain elsewlere. The largest changes in GE '
generally happen in the extremes of score istribdtion.

An exémple of the unequal GE differences between raw scores is’
shown below. These scores are taken from the ITBS seventh grade
spelling test. o

. \ L :

A

Grade Test.  Baw Score Orade Equivalent Difference in Grade Equiv.
7. Spelling 7 3.5 ' | g
7 ’ ’ 8 4.0 ' o5
7 9 heod ’ b
7 Spetling - 25 - . 8.4 - B
7 - 26 8.5 o
- 7 27 . 8.7 - .2
. ~— ] . .
. \'\‘ . - o )
. . . . . T .
N Y .
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4.  Grade equwalents generally have a wider range at higher grade
levels. This leads to thg¢ situation that a student who has the
.same PR in Crades 3 and 5 will probably be further above (or
below) the median in GE terms in Grade 5. This wmeans that if
he/she has a high PR in both grades, the gain in GE terms will be
more than two years. If he/she has a low PR, the ‘gain will be
less than two GEs. Thergfore, if a comstant expected GE gain were
established for all gtul;ents,» it would be too high for some and
too- low for others. The example below from ITBS nomms
demonstrates this problem. '

PR_Grade 3 Grade 5 Grade Equivalent Change |

L3

.

90

S'l 7.5 2.6 Py
.50 3.6 5.6 W 2.0
10 2.6 4.1 1.5

5. Because a grade equxvalent score represents the perf@aance of a
typical student at a given grade level, approximately half of the
students in a nationwide sample would be expected to score below
grade level.

€

¢

6. .Grade equivalents should not be compared acro!s sub ject areas as
they have different meanings. For example, mathematics is more
~ grade-related than reading; and, therefore, the GEs are generally
less spread out for math than for reading. ' ' .

1. Crade equivalents should not be ccnpared across different tests

-/ : because they may have different mean:mgs due to dxfferent norming

samples.

. INTERQUARTILE RANGE
Definition : b f

Quartiles &are scores (points in a distrifution) that divide & score
distribution into quarters. Twenty-five percent of the scores are at

b or below the first quartile (Ql), 50 percent are at or below the second
quartile (Q2, which is also the median), and 75 percent are at or below
the third quartile €Q3). The interquartile range includes the band. of
scores that 11es between Ql and Q3, or the middlg 50 percent of the
scores. : : :

-
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N
By eliminating the effect of the lowest and “ghe& quartejm of the

distribution, the interquartile range provides®a measure of how the
typical students in a group performed. ' - '

Precaution(s) - o

" Eliminating the extreme scores wmay be removing important information
such as the location of pockets of students needing compensatory or
ifted programs. If the median is close to either quarfile, it could
ndicate a large number of students at that end of the distribution who:

might require such services. ,

MEAN
Defi#i;ion
'fhe sum‘of the scores diyided by the number of scores.
Use

' The mean 'is used as a measure of the performance of the “"typical"
student in a group. :

\

f
- ™
Precaution

1. In a small group, the mean can be overly influenced by a few
_extreme scores. Thus, if a few scores in a’ distribution are wvery
low but most are quite high, the mean will be depressed by the low
scores more than the median. In groups where there are a few
extremely low scores, the fmean will, therefore, be .lower than the
median. Therefore, it is often useful to compare the mean with’
the median. o

2. Use of the mean provides no information about theé spread of scores.

MEDIAN
Definition

The scoré that divides a te'st'sc'or;e distribution in half is known as
the median. Half of the scores are above the median, half are below.
‘ The median :is the sci that has a percentile rank of 50.
- ' : ‘ ' -
A Use ' . :

mem——— . bl - ,

The median is used ms a measure of the perfomance of the "typical"

N : - student in a group. v
\ ¢ precaution(s) ‘
1. See -Pmcaﬁtian 1 .f'or "jnean‘." ' . : *..
! 2. ﬁse of the median provides "no infomat.ion‘abi?ut' the spréad. of
oL 194"
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 NORMAL CURVE

Definition

A normal curve is a distribution of scores or values which, in graphic |
form, is bell-ghaped as shown in Figure B2, In a nommal curve—

- distribution, the wmean and the median aré at the same point. The
ma jority of the scores are clustered around the mean/median.
Sixty-eight percent of the scores are within omne andard deviation of
the mean/median, and 95 percent are within two standard deviations.
Scores which are more than three standard deviations from the
mean/median are rather rare, occurring less than 1 percent of the time.

Figure B2

-
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Use - o | ;r

Because of its well-documented statjstical p?operties, the normal curve
distribution’ is often used in reporting test scores as an aid in
interpreting scores of groups or individuals.

.

Precautions. . .
.

The normal curve distribution is a statistical or mathematical ideal. .

It is not a graphic description of what particular distribution
should be; distributions which do not confo o the normal curve are
. not\ "abnormal." Many variables can affect the distribution of a
_particular set of scores: test content, difficulty of the test items,

suitability of the test for the group to which it is administered.

P -
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NORMAL CURVE EQULVALENT SCORES (NOE) K .
.~ Definition O ' | o

‘NCEs divide the normal dis_tributioﬁ‘ into. 99, segments, unifs, or scores
* (Figure B2).. Scores range from -1-99, with a.mean/median of 50. “NCEs
can be related to percentile ranks as shown in the comparative scales
in Figure B2. . T . ‘ :
- Usesg . ‘ S o
1. NCEs can be subjected to arithmetic operations. Therefore, mean
. NCEs-can be computed, and .differences in NCEs can be compared at
-  all points ih the score distribution. )

[
1

. 2% NCEs can be used in .analyses. of (group data (for. reasons abave).

n In addition, NCEs are scaled to reveal small, changes, something
whick stanine scores will not do consistently because of the large
_— score range at each stanine poimt. ! .

Precaution(s) =~ - . - Lol

. . _
1., - Use wf NCEs for evaluating individualized performance is -to be -
done with caution. A change of five NCE units on a test score is

.withiy ‘the error range for individuals on most. standardized

. tests: However, since NCEs give a false.sense of precision--and”

(]

. hence of security®ythe careleas test® user could consider such a
change wmeaningful. '

1

.

2. NCEs are ¢difficult to interpret when presented alone. After an

analysis has been performed on the basis: of NCEs,. results are

often converted to some more readily understandable scale ' liké’

-percentile ranks.
NORM-REFERENCED TEST (NRT) |
Definition ' - « e .

e . . . C .
The NRT is designed to rank students according to the number -of test
items dnswered éorrectly’ (i.e., according té& raw score). Ranking is
usually also -done in’ relation to the performance of a nomming sample.
.The California Achievement Tests is an examplé of an NRL. =~ ' :

¥

o~ . co e et . N

] A

: MYn.a ‘strict statisticel . sense, it is probably incorrect to subject:
any test scores to arithmetif§ operations.’ -However, NCEs, standard scores
with an underlying normal distribution, raw" scores, and “stanines come

& . ' )

closer thgn any other "score scales to having -eq"usl—_interval, properties

* vhich permit arithmetic operationms. LS
1
AN RATET .
. * ¥ - .
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Use ' .

Norm-referenced tests provxde mfomauon akout wtuch students know the,
most about.the content mcluded on the test.

Precaution(s) 3 _ N

-

¢

a

1. - A good NRT is désigned to enable between 40 and 70 percent of the..
examinees to answer any given item correctly. '~ Many items are
therefore too difficult for a majority of examinees to get right,
-This means that most NRTs are not very good tests of what an
';ndxvxdual student knows (as o'pposed to criterion-referenced

\ tests). Rather, they are measures of who knows the most about the

test content. : : L

2. NRTs often inolude only one or two questions which measure
achievement of a given skill or objective. Information. about
student performance on a particular objectwg is, therefore,
usually not very reliable. : ~ T

NORMS
Definition

Statistics that descrxbe the test. performance of spec1f1ed groups, such
as students 1n a given grade, age range, type of community, etc.

Use ' .

Norms provide a way of relating raw scores to a more meaningful score
scale, such as percentile ranks, stanines, grade equxvale\nts, or a
standard score, so that it cat\ be determined how a student performed
relative to a "representative" sample of students similar in some way.

Precaution(s)

e < . ’ o

l.- Norming samples cannot be perfectly representative of#pa lafge
group of students. - For most ma jor standardized tests, blishers
use sophisticated sampling procedures to determine the norming
sample. However, there will always be a small error factor. This
means that caution must be used when comparing tfle scores from two
different tests or even from two, levels of the same test because
.the levels may not have used the same group of students, The
following is an example of what might happen because of ‘this. *~If
the students in the nomming sample for Test A are brighter than
those in the sample for Test B, the norms for. the two .tests will

. not be §quiva1ent. A' student who then takes-both tests will be
kaely to attain a Jover percentile rank on Test A becaus® he/she
is being comparéd’ *with a"bnghter group of student:s on a test
which has 'more difficult” noms. .

- - i . L
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. 2.  Test publishers often provide norms for different times of the
‘ year such as fall, winter, and spring. However, they may not have
uged a norming sample at all of these times, which means that some
- of the norms are estimates. A test manual should_be consulted to
determine when a given test was nomed. Estimated norms for any
, / ;  other time of year should be ‘viewed with caution. ' '
3. Test norms are not necessarily ‘derived every year, and therefore
_ some norms may. be several years old. However, it is common
ptactice to compare current student performance on a given -test
with the performance of the national norming sample. Cautign must
therefore be exercised in interpreting the wmeaning of an
individual's status. For example, a student who took a test in
1978 and who achieved a percentile rank of 60 probably did not
score higher than 60 percent of the students taking the test in
1978. Rather, the individual scored higher than 60 percent of the
students in the nomming sample who ‘took the test in the past, for’
example in 1970. : ‘ )

4. The above considerations may weaken the usefulness of older
nomms. - If changes have occurred 'in curric¢ula, current students
may be better prepared in some skills or subjecty than were

\‘ students in the norming sample, less well prepared, or simply
differently prepared. Thus, comparisons of percentile ranks
across years may be clouded by changing curricula.

'S, Norms are derived so that half of the representative group is
expected to be below average. This means that half* of the group
will' be below grade level, below.a percentile rank of 50 and below
the medn. Therefore, it is extremely difficult to have all of the
students in'any large group perform above the average.

PERCENTILE RANK (PR)

" Definjtion ' o o

: N . .-

The percentile rank (PR) expresses the percentage of students in the
nornging sample who scored at. or below a given score. For example, if a
raw score. of 30 has a percentile. rank of 78, then.78 pertent .of the
students in the norming sample scored at or below 30 items correct.

. me . -. . . N , K ‘ . .
PRs prov_'ide easily - interpretable . information about how a given
student's performance on' 8 test compares with the performance of

" gtudents .in the norming sample. . - '

. R N Prgcaution(s) S e

. o 1, PRs should not be added nor subtracted because they are ‘not an
oL ~ equal - distance . apart’ at all points.. For example, Figure: 3.2 .
‘ Coe , clearly shows - that. an increase of 10 points betwéen percentile
. " = '+ ranks 4% and 55 is not the. same distance -as an ‘increase of 10
S o points bétween percentile ranks 85 and 95. A person would have to
ey show a larger amount of improvement to achieve. the second increase.
’ R o ) . | :,‘ ,".rwwa! . -ak B :. ] - ae .
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2. On a test of fewer than 100 questidns, it is not posfible' f@r
| every whole number of the percentile rank scate—to'® have an

associated raw ‘score. Therefore, in ‘such circumstances, -a
one-point increase in raw score can cause an increase of several

percentile rank units. = What might ~appear ~to be substantial <
increase on the percentile rank scale is really only an increase ‘
of ome additional question correct. .This caveat - applies to .

virtually all tests in standardized batteries. - -

3. Percentile ranks should not be confused with percent of correct
answers (raw sq.pres)._‘ They have completely different meanings.

RAW SCORE

Definition

The ‘number of questions or test items answered correctly

Use

Raw scores can be used to report the number of questions answered

correctly. ' ,

'
e

Precaution(s)

l. A raw score has no meaning other than the number of itéms answered . )
correctly. It provides no interpretative information. ‘.

2. Raw scores can be quite misleading when reported by themselves

because the meaning of raw gcores differs from test to test. For

- example, if one 50-item test is easy and ome 50-item test is

-* ' difficult, a raw score of 30 on the difficylt test might represent
N better performance than a raw score of 45 on the easier test.

3.  Subjecting raw scores to arithmetic operations (e.g. additionm,
etc.) is a questionable procedure. Generally, raw scores do not
have the equal interval property required for these operations.
This is because the same raWw score can be obtained by different
students who get different combinations of items correct. These
items will most likely vary in their level of difficulty. Thus,
identical raw. scores will possibly represent differential levels
of achievement, oo ' :

RELIABILITY * " = :
*

. * ' ) . . - e

1

- Definition N
. Reli.aliv‘ih'.t:yF refers to the “e:‘ctén.t ,tg' which gﬁteét is 'consist%t_ in what

it measured. There are ithree major types of reliability, all expressed

as a coefficient ranging from 0 (complete lack .of consistency) to 1

(perfect consistency). -~ - ‘ e ' .

.ot B -~ !
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1. Internal consistency is the degree to which all the questions on a

. test measure the same thing. For example, a mathematics test’ that
. measures only addition of fractiond will probably have a higher
_ internal comsistency coefficient than one that measures. several
different wathematical operations. This would. be especially
important for achievement ‘tests that measure specific skills,

2. Stability is the degree to which"a person will achieve the same

score’ on ‘a test that is taken twice within a "time period of "\)

" anything from-a few days to a year or two. This is important in
an instrument which measures a trait like natural ability, _which
is not expected to change over time. -

3. Equivalence is theydegree to which a person will achieve. the same
score” on two forma of the same test. . This is' important for any
- test im whigh two forms are to be used interchangeably.

-
a

Use

 ———

Reliability is a measure of the quality of a Cese. Ry

Precaution(s)

The Atype of reliability appropriate for a given testing 'situation

- should be used.

\ o

E 1)

E SCORE (SS8) | )

. » ¥ .
Pefinition *

-

Scale Scores range ..from 0 to 999 and prow)ide a link between all levels

of the Californta Achie}rementi Tests’ Lo

Uses

. - .
Jlmiinioeninl - -
- ‘

1. f.'Scale scores can be sub jected to arithmetic operations like Normal
Curve Equivalent 'scores. Therefore, means can. be computed aqd
differences in. SSs can be compared ne;n'ingfully. :

- -‘ \

'2. Scale scores provide a'way of comparing scores on different lewvels

of the California Achievemént Tests and, therefore, provide a way
of measuring growth. ' ' . Co ‘ gs

™ alse means that scale scores help to make out-of-level testing
_-possible. ~ This testing procedure allows for a studengt to take a

{percentile ranks andédtanines) based on norms for hiis/her®grade.
- PR .- ‘k‘ P e meaa e man - . . - - . ‘A . . - . . D -

-
]

The capability of comparihg results from different test levels .

test for a -grade other * than his own and still have results

U
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-
~ - " ~
Precpution -
1. Scale scores should not be used to compare scores in different
-~ subject areas. They were not developed so that equivalent scores
in  two subject areas would indicate equivalent levels of

achievement, Any ocemparison of acale scores should be done within
A

gub ject areas. >

[ .

are ‘not 'typical" scale scores for each grade or teat
In fact, the ragges of SSs in the various levels overlap
iderably. ro

- . i - l

STANDARD DEVIA’SION (SD) _ * o ‘< . ’
> . L4 ‘ -
[
v o 'De?nmxtlﬁn e ® . "
— ~

O
. -

S

p-
5y

e - -

. - . . “ .
Standard‘Deratxon (8D) iz a measure of dhe dispersion in a set of
scoreg. » The, cleser the gcores cluster around the mean, the smaller the

!ﬂlwﬁll be.., .
.® . R
L 4
Use - n®
- ~f - '
Ag ‘measure, of, the spreall in a set of scores, the SD can be used to

gssist in determining the degree of importance of score differences.
For exampfle, a difference of 2 points wduld probably not have much

0.

)

. me;ring‘if the SD were 20 but could be quite important if the SD were

Precaution(s)

None

STAN

mfinition 0 to

DARD ERROR OF MEASUREMENT (SEM) -

The SEM is an estimate of the magnitude of error in a test score.
Pogsible causes of error in scores include lucky or unlucky guesses, a
student's not feeling well or failing to follow directions the face
that “test questions may be only a sampte of those that could be asked

sloppxnees, laziness, etc.

Uses B .

A\

e

¥y

1. The SEM provides & way of determining the possible fluctuation in.

test scores which would be obtained if an individual were to take
thé same test a- number of times. It indicates how far a
,_particulaf obtained wscore might deviate from the individual's
* "true'-score (the score the individual would obtdin if there were
no error in the test). It is usually assumed that the scores

obtained from repeated testing would conform to the normal curve -

: S 131
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. . L dis;ri-bution- Therefore, in 'practice, jt. is assumed that there is ) -
a probability of 68:100 that the “true" score .is within one SEM of | -

the obtained score and that there is a probability of 95:100 that
the obtained score is within two SEMs of the ‘obtained score,

2. ‘The SEM can be used in significance testigg to provide a wvay of
detemmining whether differences in test scores or group! mean
scores are statistically significant (that they vary more than can
be reasonably attributed to testing error). ' '

- - -

- Precaution(s)

None
STANINE ' | ,
Definition _ -

A stanine is one of the scores of a nine-point division of the nomal

v distribution. Stanine scores range from 1 to 9 with a mean and median .
’ ' of 5. As shown in  Figure B2, each stanine has a range of . .
corresponding percentile ranks or raw scores. ' . ) ""j' BERES
Uses ' ‘ ‘ o ) ' N
. . ) - 'y . ' »
1. Stanines can be subjected to arithmetic 'operations (addition, o
' etc.). Therefore, the mean of distributions can be comptrted, and . :
differences in stanine scores can be compared at all points in the -
\ L distribution except, in some cases, at fhe extreme- stanine scor€s .

of 1 and 9..

4 N t
‘

2. Stanines do nat give a fQSe' sense of accuracy of a given score
because each stanine covers a range of raw scores. The stanine -
scale *is therefore useful for reporting individuals’ ‘Scores.
Differences. in e7anin‘es are more likely to represent change beyond
‘that which can /be attributed to error €than are other kinds of
scores. : :

- -

\ - IS

‘-

¢~ -, Precaution(s) ¢

. As can be'hse‘en in Figure B2, interpretation of differences in stanine
- scores is clouded by the range wiphin a givem stanine. -For example, if
an individual's score increases from the top of ‘the Stanine-3 range to o
- the bottom of . the Stanine~5 range, it representsd less improvement than -
‘an increase from the bottom of the Stanine-3 ramge to the top of the _
Stanine-4 range. However, on cursory exgmination, it would seem as if R

the first increase were the greater. | . ' ' ’ |
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STATISTICAL SIGNIFICANCE TEST ° [ - \

‘ ¥

Definition - ' -

A significance tést is a statistical procedure " used EQ determine
whe'ther two (or more) groups differ on a trait more than could nommally
be expected if testing error or smplmg error ‘were assumed to be the

- cause of the difference.

Use . '

N

-~

' Under highly controlled conditions (as in expenments,\ etc.), tests of

H

‘statistical sigmificance are used to test hypotheses, When variables
cannot be controlled (as 4in the countywide testing program), the
results from such a test: are open to question.’

-

Precaution(s) ‘)é : ' R : S DU .

- . ¢

1. Results of ‘significance tests are reported 'as probability

statements. If the reported probability is less than .01, the -

chance is less than 1:100. that the diafference between groups can

be attributed to testing error.’ If . the probability is .001, the"
chance is less t:han 1:1000 that th dxfference 'canh be attributed .

to testing arror.. However, there 1 always scme chance (1:1000,
‘etc.) that the dxfference was caused by error. | - :

PSR

2. "“When a large mmber.‘ of tests “of sxgmfxcance arée perfommed, some.

differences wxll turn out te be stansucally gignificant by?

" chance alone. ' That.is, since there is always some chance that a
difference can -be caused by error (1:20, 1:100, 1:1000, etc.), a
certain number of significant differences can be expected to occur
because of error. There: is no way to’ determine whether a

- particular ' statigtically significant difference was or was not .

caused by errqr. Agam, on}*y a probatnhty can be detemmed.

3. When tects of stgmfxcance are used ‘to evaluate the difference of
' means, the' larger the groyp the smaller the difference in means
neede to be for statistical’ significance. The smaller the group,

the larger the difference must be. For example, a difference of

- only 1-2. months on the grade equivglent acale. or & fraction of a
. raw-gcore -point, w111 be statxstxcally s1gmf1cant for groups of

several thousand studéents. In contrast, a dxfference of as much
as six months may be vequired “for sxgnxf:.cance‘ with a group of one
~ hundred studenta. - Because mmy of the compan.sons in this report
involve very large groups, no ezgnificant tests of differences and
means were performed. While: ‘small differences would have been

statistically signxfkaat., they woyld not “have been edue&txonelly- -

: meam.ngful. R
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vaLrorty 0 - -
Definition . - _' S

« * . Validity is the extent to which a test does the job. for which it is
"7 used. There are three ma jor types of valxdxty :hat a4 test may possess.
1. Content vahdxty is, most important for ach;e\nement tests. - This
- o requires ‘that a test contain questions that adequately reflect the
content the test is supposed to measure.

2. Criterion-related vahdxty is most important for placement teats,

..\college admissions tests, ar tests on vhich employment decisions
are based. Performance on the test must be - highly correlated with
performance in the program, success in college, or success on the
job for which the test xs a screenihg instrument. h

KN

'3, Construct validity is most important in psychologlcal 1nstruments.\
Testg of ability are examples of such instruments. .Construct R
‘ validity . requires that the test adequately discriminate ‘between '
- people who do or do not- have a particular trait.

Use .' : . . - s . ) . '.

. ‘Valuhty is a messure or concept that helps one evaluate the quahty of
. . a test. -

-

Precautl.on(s) _ : ' ' : / .

- ~

The type of vahd:.ty appropnatg for a given testmg sxtuatum ahould
be used. .

AR




